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Executive Summary

In the United States, school safety continues to be a
priority for educators, policyrnakers, parents, and the
public (Elliott, Hamburg, and Williams 1998). Schools
are responsible for the effective education of their
students, and creating an environment in which
students and teachers are safe is an important
component of the education process. A safe school is
necessary for studentsto learn and teachersto teach.

Asaresult of highly publicized actsof extremeviolence,
increased national attention hasfocused on crimeand
violence in public schools. Reliable data collection is
important in order to understand the extent to which
American school s experience crime and violence, and
to prevent emerging problems. Becauseof the need for
accurate information on crime, violence, and disorder,
the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES)
administered the 2000 School Survey on Crime and
Safety (SSOCS),asurvey of publicschoolsinthe United
States. SSOCSis a nationally representative sample of
2,270regular publicelementary, middle,secondary,and
combined publicschools. It wasdesignedto providean
overal picture of school crimeand safety in the United
States by asking school principals about the
characteristics of school policies, school violence
prevention programs and practices, violent deaths at
school and el sewhere, frequency of crime and violence,
disciplinary problems and actions, and other school
characteristics that have been associated with
school crime.

The federal government has collected data about the
safety of American schools from school principals for
severa decades. The first large-scale study, the Safe
SchoolsStudy,wasadministered to principals,teachers,

and students in the 1970s. Since that time, the
Department of Education has periodically collected
information about crime and safety from school
principals. SSOCS builds upon previous surveys
conducted by NCES using the Fast Response Survey
System (FRSS). Thesesurveyscollectedalimited amount
o information about crime and violence, disciplinary
actions and problems, and policies related to school
crime. The 2000SS0OCSquesti onnaireexpanded on these
topics, and included additional topics related to school
practices to prevent or reduce crime, violence
prevention programs and activities, and other school
characteristicsthat may beassociatedwith the presence
of crimeat school.

Onedf thetopicscoveredby SSOCSwasviolence-related
activitiesthat occurredat publicschool sduringthe 1999-
2000school year Thefocusaf thisreportisthepresence
of violence and serious violence (asubset of violence)
that occurredin American publicschools. Theincidents
of violence collected in SSOCS included rape, sexual
battery other than rape, physical attacksor fightswith
and without a weapon, threats of physical attack with
and without aweapon, and robberieswith and without
aweapon. The measureof seriousviolenceisasubset of
theseitemsthat includesdl of theincidentsdescribed
abovewith the exception of physical attacks or fights
without a weapon and threats of physical attacks
without a weapon.

Thisreport providesthefirst analysisof the 2000SSOCS
Additiona information about this survey and other
school crimesurveyscan befound at hftp://ncesed.gov/
programs/crime. The following are some of the key
findingsfound in this report:



I ncidentsof Violencein Public Schools

P Accordingto school principals, 71 percent of public
elementaryand secondary school sexperiencedat |east
oneviolentincident during the1999-2000 school year
(including rape, sexual battery other than rape,
physical attacksor fightswith and without aweapon,
threatsdf physical attack with and without aweapon,
and robbery with and without a weapon). In dl,
approximately 1,466,000suchincidentswerereported
inpublicschools.

P One or more serious violent incidents (including
rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attacks
or fights with a weapon, threats of physical attack
with a weapon, and robbery with and without a
weapon) occurred in 20 percent of public schools.

School Demogr aphicChar acteristics
andViolence

» Secondaryschoolsweremorelikely than elementary,
middle, and combined schools to report a violent
incident duringthe 1999-2000school year (92percent
of secondary schoolsvs. 61 percent, 87 percent, and
77 percent for elementary, middle, and combined
schools, respectively). Elementary schoolswereless
likely to report a serious violent crime than middle
or secondary schools, between which no differences
were detected in their likelihood of reporting a
serious violent incident (14 percent of elementary
schools vs. 29 percent for middle schools and
29 percent for secondary schools).

» Inthe 1999-2000 school year, the size of a school's
student enrollment wasrel ated to the prevalenceof
both violent and serious violent incidents. That is,
as enrollment size increased, schools were more
likely to report one or more violent or serious
violent incidents.

» Cityschools(77percent) weremorelikely than urban
fringe schools (67 percent) to report an occurrence
of atleast oneviolentincident during the 1999-2000
school year,while no differenceswere detected among
schoolsin other locations. When looking at serious
violentincidents, however, no such differenceswere
detected when comparing schools in city, urban

fringe, or town locations. Rural schools(12 percent)
wereless likely than schoolsin cities (27 percent),
urban fringeareas (22percent), or towns(20 percent)
to experiencea serious violent incident.

» Principals reporting that their students lived in
neighborhoods with high or mixed levels of crime
weremorelikely to report aviolentor seriousviolent
incident than those principals with students who
lived in neighborhoodswith low levelsof crime.

Char acteristicsof the Student Population

» Schools with the largest percentage (more than
15 percent) of students below the 15% percentileon
standardizedtestsweremorelikdythanthoseschools
withthesmallest percentage(0-5 percent) of students
belowthe 15 percentileto haveexperiencedat least
one violent or seriousviolent incident.

D The percentage of students who principals felt
considered academics to be very important was
inversaly related to the prevalence of violent and
serious violent incidents. As the percentage of
students who considered academics important
increased, the likelihood of schools experiencing a
violent or seriousviolent incident decreased.

School Administr ativePractices

» Duringthe 1999-2000 school year, schoolsin which
students havealarger number of classroomchanges
inatypical school day weremorelikely toexperience
at least one violent or serious violent incident.

School Disorder

D Schools in which a greater number of serious
disciplineproblems (3or more problems) occurred
were more likely to experience a violent or serious
violent incident than schools with fewer discipline
problems(0to 2 problems).

» Schoolsthat reported at least one disruption (such
as a bomb or anthrax threat) were more likely to
experienceaviolent or seriousviolentincident than
those that did not have any disruptions during the
1999-2000school yesr.

B
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Relationship Between School Char acteristics
and Violenceand SeriousViolence

» While controlling for other factors, six school
characteristics were related to the prevalence of
violentincidentsin public schoolsduring the 1999~
2000 school year, including school levd, urbanicity,
academicimportance, number of classroomchanges,
number of seriousdisciplineproblems,and number
of schoolwidedisruptions.

» Five school characteristics were related to the
likelihood that a school would experience at least
oneseriousviolentincident, whilecontrollingfor dl
other factors:enrollment size, urbanicity, percentage
of males, number of seriousdisciplineproblems,and
number of schoolwidedisruptions.

Patter nsof School Violence

» Duringthe1999-2000schaool yesr, 7 percent of public
school saccounted for 50 percent of thetotal violent

incidents that were reported. Approximately
2percent of schoolsaccounted for 50 percent of the
serious violent incidents.

When comparingthecharacteristicsof thoseschools
with a high number of incidents (those schoolsin
which 50 percent of violent incidents occurred) to
those school swith noincidentsor alow-to-moderate
number of incidents, school leve, enrollment size,
urbanicity, crime where students live, number of
classroom changes, number of serious discipline
problems, and number of schoolwide disruptions
were related to the number of violent incidents.

When compared to schoolswith either noincidents
or alow-to-moderate number of incidents, schools
withahighleve of seriousviolentincidentsdiffer by
enrollment size, percent of students below the 15%
percentileon standardized tests, student-to-teacher
ratio, number of seriousdisciplineproblems,number
of studentstransferringfromtheschool,and number
of schoolwidedisruptions.
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| ntroduction

The safety of American schoolsisa major concern to
educators, parents, students, and policymakers.Schools
officiadsareentrusted with the responsibilityof keeping
students and faculty safe from harm. They aso are
responsible for creating environments that are
conducivetoeffectiveeducation. If studentsaretolearn,
and teachers areto teach, schools need to befreefrom
thedistractions, concerns, and apprehensions that are
associated with crime and violence.

National attention has focused on the issue of crime
and violence in public schools as a result of highly
publicized acts of extreme school violence. School
officials and policymakers have difficulty knowing
which media reports reflect problems that are
nationwide, and which are relevant only to some
schools. Inorder to better understand the magnitude
and nature o the problems of disorder, crime, and
violencein Americanschools,itisimportant to collect
data that can inform educators and policymakers.
Individual school officialsal so may want to know how
they compare to national estimatesin order to assess
theleve of their own problems.

Thefedera government hascollecteddataon crimeand
safety in American school sfor the past several decades.
In order to assess the number of schools affected by
violence or crime, the Safe Schools Study was
undertaken in thelate 1970s. The study wasbased on a
mail survey of over 4,000 schoolsand on-sitevisit surveys
of 642 school s,aswdl ascasestudiesof 10 of thoseschools.
Thislarge-scalestudy wasthefirst of itskindtoinclude
participation from principals, teachers, and students.

oo Sy

The Safe Schools Study represented a comprehensive
efforttolook atdl of the populations in schoolsin one
study. However, other studies exist for specific
populations. The Nationa CrimeV ictimization Survey
(NCV9)isahouseholdsurvey that servesasthe nation's
primary source of information on thevictimsof crime.
The NCVS has been surveying households since 1972
about experienceswith crime, and students have been
among those interviewed. Therefore, NCVSprovidesa
vehicle for estimating the percentage of the student
popul ation betweentheagesaf 12 and 18whoexperience
victimization at school.

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES)
sponsors the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the
National Crime Victimization Survey. The SCS was
administered in 1989, 1995, 1999, 2001, and 2003 to
students who responded to the NCVS. Students are
asked questions regarding their experiences with
victimizationat schools,aswdl aspreventivemeasures
used by schools, participation in afterschool activities,
students' perceptions of school rules, the presence of
weaponsand street gangsat school ,the presenceof hate-
relatedwordsand graffiti, bullying,and drug avail ability.

Another survey program that provides information
about the experiences of students at school is the
National School-Based Y outh Risk Behavior Survey
(YRBS). The YRBS has collected data from students at
school in 1993,1995,1997,1999,and 2001. The focusof
thestudy ison priority heal th-risk behaviorsestablished
duringyouththat resultinthe most significant mortality,
morbidity, disability, and social problems during both

I



youth and adulthood. Some of these behaviorsinclude
the use of acohoal, tobacco, and illega drugs, carrying
weapons, physical fights, attempted suicide,and unsafe
sexual behavior.

In order to provide data from the perspective of the
school, NCEScollected several one-timesurveysaf school
principals using the Fast Response Survey System
(FRSS). In 1991, the FRSS Principal Survey on Safe,
Disciplined,and Drug-Free Schools was administered
to approximately 900 principals. This FRSS included
information regardingstudent offenses, school policies,
disciplinary actions, and other aspects of school safety.

As a follow-up to the 1991 FRSS, a FRSS Principal 1
School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violencewas
administered to 1,234 publicelementary and secondary
school principals during the 1996-97 school year. The
1996-97 FRSS included information regarding
incidents of crime and violence, disciplinary actions,
discipline problems, and school policies related to
school crime.

To continue the collection of information from
schools, NCES conducted the School Survey on Crime
and Safety (SSOCS) in the spring and summer of 2000.
SSOCSwasadministered to public elementary, middle,
secondary, and combined school principalsin regular
schoolsin the 50 states and the District of Columbia.
Thesurveyisanationallyrepresentativecross-sectional
survey of 2,270 principals of public schools that
responded to the questionnaire.

The 2000 SSOCShbuilt on earliersurveysof school crime
and safety conducted using the FRSS, and includes
topicssimilar to those collected in other studies. SSOCS
included some topics similar to those collected in the
FRSS survey, such asincidents of crime and violence,
disciplinary actions, discipline problems, and use of
security measures. The 2000 SSOCS questionnaire
expanded the coverageof thetopicsfromthe FRSS and
it included additional questions regarding school
policiesand practices, violence prevention programs
and activities,and other school characteristicsthat could
be associated with school crimeand violence.

Aswith the previous FRSS survey, SSOCSattempted to
provide ageneral picture of school crimeand safetyin
American public schools. Principals are the best
respondents to address the conditions of schoolsas a
whole. They areableto report on the presence d crime
and violence, the amount of disciplinethat occurs, the
presence of programs and policiesdesigned to prevent
or reduce crime and violence, the involvement of
teachersand parents, aswell asother school practices.It
would be difficult for students, teachers, or parents to
provide information about the conditions of theentire
school that SSOCSasked of the principals.

Although principals can provide a good picture of
conditions in public school s, somelimitations do exist
regarding the information that they can provide.
Principals can only provide the number of incidents
that have been brought to their attention. When
collecting estimates of crime from principals, it is
possible that they will provide an undercount of the
actual incidentsadf crimethat may haveoccurredduring
the school year because some incidents may not have
been reported to them. In addition, SSOCS may have
asked for information that principals did not keep. If
they did not systematically track the information from
the beginning d the school year,it would bedifficult to
retrace that information at the end of the school year.

SSOCS collected a wide variety of information from
principals regarding school crime and safety issues,
however, this report will focus on the violence that
occurredin schoolsduring1999-2000. In order to provide
abetter context for examining the measuresofviolence
gathered from principals, SSOCS also collected
information about the characteristics of the'public
schools. Survey findingsare presented by thefollowing
school and student characteristics:

School demographiccharacteristics

» School leve: elementary, middle, high,combined

D Enrollment size: less than 300 students, 300 to 499
students, 500 to 999 students, 1000 or morestudents

D Urbanicity: city, urban fringe, town, rural
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D Crimeleve wherestudentslive high, moderate, low,
and mixed

Characterigticsof thestudentpopul ation

D Percent minority enrollment: 0 to 5 percent, 6 to
20 percent, 21to 50 percent, morethan 50 percent

» Percent o studentsdigiblefor thefreeand reduced-
pricelunch program: 0 to 20 percent, 21to 50 percent,
morethan 50 percent

D Percent of students below the 15 percentile on
standardized tests: 0 to 5 percent, 6 to 15 percent,
morethan 15 percent

P Percentd studentslikely toattend collegeafter high
school: upto 35 percent, 360 60 percent, morethan
60 percent

P Percent of students who consider academics to be
very important: up to 25 percent, 26 to 50 percent,
51to 75 percent, morethan 75 percent

D Percent maleenrollment: up to 44 percent, 45to 55
percent, more than 55 percent

School administrativepractices

® Student-to-teacher ratio; Lessthan 12:1,12:1to16:1,
Morethan 16:1

» Number of classroom changes: 0 to 3 changes,4to 6
changes, morethan 6 changes

P Use of paid law enforcement: regular use of law
enforcement, no regular use of law enforcement

School disorder

» Number of seriousdiscipline problems: no problems,
1problem, 2 problems, 3 or moreproblems

D Transfers as a percentage of enrollment: up to
5 percent, 6 to 10 percent, 11 to 20 percent, more
than 20 percent

P Prevaenced schoolwidedisruptions: nodisruptions,
any disruptions

» Percent of students absent without excuses: none, 1
to 2 percent, 3 to 5 percent, 6 to 10 percent, more
than 10 percent

The analysis included in this report examines the
relationship between the characteristics of the schools
described above and types of violence that occurred
during the 1999-2000 school year. While this analysis
will show that a mgjority of the incidents occur in
relatively few schools, it isimportant to examine dl of
the schoolsthat have experienced any violenceduring
the school year. This analysis dlows for comparison of
the characteristics of those schools that have
experienced any type of violencewith those that have
not had violence occur during the school year.

Thelncidentsof Violencein PublicSchoolssection of the
report describes the relationship between individual
school characteristicsand thoseschool sthat experienced
at least one of the violent incidents, as well as schools
that experienced a subset of those incidents that
constitute more serious measures of violence. An
additional analysisdf these measuresaof the prevalence
of violence and serious violence is included in the
Relationship between School Characteristicsand Violence
and Serious Violence section. Because the various
characteristicsof schoolsmay berelated to oneanother,
thissection usesanaysisthat dlowsfor therelationship
between the prevalence of both violent and serious
violent incidents and the school characteristics to be
examined in concert. Findly, afurther analysis of the
incidents of both violence and serious violence is
includedin the Patternsof School Violencesection.This
section includes a more detailed look at those schools
that account for the majority of violent and serious
violent incidents. The total number of incidents is
examinedtoisolatethose school sthat areexperiencing
the most violenceand seriousviolence, and identify the
characteristics of those schools.




Measuring I ncidents
of Crimeand Violence

Public school principals were presented with alist of
crimes and asked to report the total number of
incidents of each crime for the 1999-2000school year.
Principals wereinstructed to report on the number of
incidentsof each typeaf crimeregardlessof the number
of offenders or victims involved in each event. The
number of incidents of the following crimes was
collected:rape, sexual battery other than rape, physica
attack or fight with and without weapons, threat of
physical attack with or without weapons, robberywith
or without weapons, theft, possession of firearms or
explosivedevices, possessionaf knivesor sharp objects,
distribution of illegd drugs, possessionor usedf acohol
or illega drugs, sexua harassment, and vandalism.
Definitions were provided for some of these crimes
and can be found in the glossary. Additional
information collected about the incidents was the
number of these incidents that were reported to the
policeor other law enforcement, the number that were
hate crimes, and the number that were gang-related.’

The principals were provided with instructions that
clarified what typesof incidents should beincluded in
each section. They wereinstructed toincludeincidents
regardlessofwhether the peopleinvolved werestudents,
and whether they occurred during school or after school
hours. The location of the incidents was restricted to
includeonly thosethat occurred in theschool building,

'‘Because of thesmall size of the estimates for those incidents that were
hate crimes or gang-related, these estimates will not be included in
this report. For moreinformation about the data availablein SSOCS, see
2000School Survey on Crimeand Safety: Detail edData Documentation.

on the school grounds, on the school bus, or at places
that were holdingschool-sponsoredeventsor activities.
If an incident contained more than one crime, the
principal was asked to count only the most serious
offense. Theexampleprovidedin thesurvey wasthat if
an incident included rape and robbery, the incident
should be counted only asarape. Thefinal instruction
to principals was to omit any incidents that occurred
during theschool year,but did not fit within the specific
categoriesof crimesthat were provided.

Each crime type (e.g.. rape, sexua battery other than
rape, robbery) providesan important pictureof what is
occurring in the nation's schools. In order to dlow for
comparisons among dl of these types of incidents, the
estimates have been combined into four groups. These
groups are violent incidents, serious violent incidents,
theft incidents, and other incidents, and are shown in
tablesland 2. Theestimatesfor specific crimetypescan
befoundintables3, 4, 5, and 6.

Themeasuredf violentincidentswascreated to provide
an overal estimate of any type of violence that may
occur inschools. Violentincidentsinclude rape, sexual
battery other than rape, physica attacks or fightswith
and without aweapon, threats of physical attack with
and without aweapon, and robberieswith and without
aweapon. Themeasure d seriousviolentincidentslooks
at the subset of violentincidentsthat are traditionally
considered to be the most severe forms of violence.
Seriousviolent incidents in SSOCS only include rape,




sexual battery other than rape, physical attacksor fights
with aweapon, threats of physical attack with aweapon,
and robberies either with or without a weapon.
Incidentsthat could becharacterized assimpleassaults,
such as physical attacksor fights or threats of physica
attacks without weapons, are included in violent
incidents, but areexcludedfrom the measure of serious

violent incidents. For example, routine physical fights
between students that occur in many schools are
included in violent incidents, but are excluded from
seriousviolent incidents. Theseriousviolencemeasure
allowsalook at how many of the nation'spublic schools
experienced the most severetypeofviolenceduringthe
1999-2000school year.

| ncidentsof Violencein
Public Schools

In 1999-2000, 71 percent of public elementary and
secondary schools experienced at least one violent
incident (table 1). Approximately 1,466,000 violent
incidentsoccurred in publicschoolsthat year. Of those
crimesincluded asviolent incidents, physical attacks or
fights without a weapon occurred in the highest
percentagecf schools,with 64 percent of d| publicschools
experiencing at least one incident (table3). Threats of
physical attack without a weapon was the crime
reported by the second highest percentage of schools,
with 52 percent of schools reporting at least one such
incident (table 4). A smaller percentage of schools
experienced any of theother typesof incidentsasked in
the 1999-2000 school year, ranging from 11 percent of
schoolsthat experienced atleast onethreat of aphysical
attack with a weapon to 1 percent or less of public
schools that experienced at least one robbery with a
weapon or rape, respectively (tables 3-6).

Thirty-six percent of dl public schools experienced at
least oneviolentincident that they reportedtothepolice
or other law enforcement (table 2). Of the 1.47 million
violent incidents that occurred in public elementary
and secondary school sduringthe1999-2000 school year,
around 257,000were reported to police. Although this
represents18percent of violentincidentsbeing reported
to police, regulations concerning notification vary by
stateand district aswell asby thetypeof crimethat has
beencommitted. Therefore,someviolentincidents,such
as fights without a weapon, may not require police
notification.

In the 1999-2000 school year, 20 percent of American
public schools experienced at least one serious violent
incident (table 1). In those schools, about 61,700 serious
violent incidents occurred. The most commonly
occurring serious violent crime wasthe threat of attack
with aweapon, with 11 percent of schoolsexperiencing
atleast onesuch offenseduring the1999-2000school year
(table 4). The remaining serious violent offenses (rape,
sexua battery other than rape, physica attack or fight
with aweapon, and robbery with or without a weapon)
occurredin 5 percent or lessof schoolsthat year.

Unlikeviolentincidents,the mgjority of seriousviolent
incidents (56 percent) that occurred in public
elementary and secondary schoolswerereported tolaw
enforcement (table 2). Principalsin those schools that
experienced at least one serious violent incident
reported about 34,300 serious violent incidents to law
enforcement during the 1999-2000 school year. Because
of the nature and severity of these offenses, the higher
rate of involvement of law enforcementisto beexpected.
Principal swouldlikely beobligated to report thesetypes
of crimes to law enforcement in most districts, while
the simple assaults included in violent incidents may
not require police involvement.

Although the estimates provided in tables 2 through 7
include adetailed ook at thetypesaf incidentscollected
inthe 2000 SSOCS, thisreport providesanalysisof only
thetotal number of violent and seriousviolentincidents
reported by principal sfor the 1999-2000school year.
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School DemographicChar acteristics

The prevalence ofviolence that occurs at school can be
related to theschool characteristics. In SSOCS, principals
were asked to report information pertaining to the
demographic characteristics of their schools,including
theschool level, enrollment size, location of the school,
and level of crimein the students' neighborhoods.

In past research, secondary schools have been more
likely to experience crime and violence than
elementary schools (National Institute of Education
1978; Heaviside et al. 1998). For some typesofviolence,
such as fighting, studies have found middle schools
more likely to experience these incidents than high
schools(Crosseet a. 2001; Banks 1997). However, high
schoolsreport ahigher prevalenceof violentincidents,
in general, than either middle or elementary schools
(Heavisideet al. 1998).

Results from SSOCS found that during the 1999-2000
school year, the prevalence of violent incidents varied
by theschool level. Secondary schools were morelikely

than elementary, middle, and combined schoolsto have
experienced a violent incident during the 1999-2000
school year (92 percent for secondary schools vs.
61 percent for elementary schools, 87 percent for middle
schools, and 77 percent for combined schools (figurel
and table ).

Aswithviolent incidents, secondary schools were more
likely than elementary or combined schools to have
experiencedat | east oneseriousviolentincident during
the 1999-2000 school year (14 percent for elementary
schoolsvs. 29 percent for middle schoolsand 29 percent
for secondary schools (figure 1 and table 1). However,
there was no difference found between secondary
schools and middleschoolsin the prevalence of serious
violent incidents.

Someresearch suggeststhat alarger number of students
contributes to the problem of violence in schools
(Gottfredson2001). Onereasonfor thisisthat with more
studentsinteractingwith oneanother, the opportunity
for crime or violenceisincreased. In fact, studies have
found that schools with more students report more

Figure 1. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,

by school level: 1999—2000

Percent Violent incidents'
100 —

92

90

80

70

60

50 -

40

30

20

10

0
1Y

Serious violent incidents?

29 29

14

Elementary Middle  Secondary Combined

Elementary Middle  Secondary Combined

Instructional level

‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

withouta weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

%Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physicalattack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000
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crime and violence than schools with fewer students
(Gottfredson and Gottfredson1985; Heavisideet d. 1998;
Cantor and Wright 2001). An additional connection
betweenschool sizeand violenceissuggested by Verdugo
and Schneider (1999), who found that the greater the
school size, thelesslikely theschool isto utilizecertain
successful components of school safety programs.
Specifically, teachersin larger schools were less likely
than teachersin smaller schoolstofed that the principal
enforcesschool rulesfor student conduct and tendsto
support teachers, and rules for student behavior are
consistently enforced by teachers.

SSOCSfound that inthe1999-2000school year, thesize
of aschool'sstudent enrollmentwasrelatedto exposure
to violent incidents. Smaller schoolswerelesslikely to
experienceviolentincidentsthan larger schools(figure
2andtable 1). For example, 61 percent of schoolswith
less than 300 students had a violent incident, while
89 percent of schools with 1,000 or more students
experienced such an incident.

Therelationshi pbetween thenumber o studentsenrolled
inschoolsand theprevalenced seriousviolenceissmilar
to that of violence. Those schools with larger student
enrollments were more likely to experience a serious
violent incident than schoolswith smaller enrollments
(figure2and tablel).1n 1999-2000, 10 percent of schools
with thefewest students,lessthan 300enrolled, reported
aseriousviolent crime, while 36 percent of schoolswith
thehighest number of students, 1,0000r more, reported a
seriousviolent incident.

Thecommunity surroundingaschool may havean effect
on the crime experienced in that school. Previous
researchsuggeststhat theleve of crimein school sreflects
that of the community in which the school islocated
(National Instituteof Education1978; McDermott 1983;
Gottfredsonand Gottfredson1985). For example,schools
that are located in cities, which have traditionally
experienced more crime, haveexhibited higher rates o
crime than those located in other neighborhoods
(Heaviside et. a. 1998; Verdugo and Schneider 1999;
Cantor and Wright 2001).

Figure 2. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or seriousviolent incident,

by enrollment size: 1999—2000
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The 2000 SSOCSalso found arelationship between the
location o the school and the likelihood that a school
would experience one or more violent incidents. City
school s(77 percent) weremorelikely than urban fringe
schools (67 percent) to report at least one violent
incident during the 1999-2000 school year, while no
differencesweredetected amongother locations(figure
3andtablel).

The relationship between the location of schools and
the prevalencedf serious violent incidentsis different
than that reported for the prevalence of violent
incidents. Rurd schools (12 percent) werelesslikely than
schoolsin cities(27 percent), urban fringe (22 percent),
or towns (20percent) to experienceat least one serious
violentincident (figure 3and tablel). However, no such
differences were detected when comparing city, urban
fringe or town locations.

Researchershavefoundthat students' attitudestowards
violence and aggressive behavior in school can be
influenced by the neighborhoods in which they live

(Gottfredson 2001; Menacker and Weldon 1990).
Therefore, it isimportant to observe the relationship
between the crime leve in the neighborhoods where
studentsliveand violencein the school sthey attend.

Duringthe1999-2000 school yesar, princi pal swere asked
to describethe crimelevd in the neighborhoodswhere
their students lived. They were instructed to choose
whether thestudentslivedin neighborhoodswithahigh
level of crime, moderate leve of crime, or low leve of
crime. Principal swereal so providedan option for mixed
level of crime, meaning that studentsin their school
represented diverse types of neighborhoods. Those
principals who reported that their students lived in
neighborhoodswith high crimeor mixed levelsaf crime
were more likely to experience a violent incident in
their schoolsthan those principalswith students who
lived in neighborhoods with low levels of crime
(84 percent of high levels of crime and 79 percent of
mixedlevelsof crimevs. 68 percent of low levelsdf crime,
respectively) (figure4 and table 1).

Figure 3. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,

by urbanicity: 1999-2000
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Principals who reported that their students lived in
low crime neighborhoods were less likely to have
indicated at |east one serious violent incident in their
schools than those with students living in
nei ghborhoods with higher levelsof crime. Specifically,
16 percent of schools with students who lived in low
crime neighborhoods experienced a serious violent
crime compared to 38 percent of schoolswith students
in high crime neighborhoods, and 25 percent of schools
with studentsin either moderate crime neighborhoods
or mixed crime neighborhoods(figure4 and table 1).

Characterigticsof the Student Population

Violence occurring in a school can be related to the
attributes of the school's student body. As shown in
studies of juvenileoffending and school violence, some
students may be more likely to commit a violent act,
while others may be more likely to be the victims of
violence (Addington et al. 2002, Hawkins et al. 2000,
Wasserman et d. 2003). Given that some students may

bemorelikelyto beexposed toviolenceboth insideand
outside of school (DeVoe et al. 2002; Addington et al.
2002), information was collected from principal sabout
thestudent population. These characteristics included
the percentages of the student population who were
minorities, eligible to receive free or reduced-price
lunch, below the 15% percentile on standardized tests,
likely to attend college; who considered academicstobe
very important; and who were male.

Previous research has found that minority youth are
exposed to violence more often than other children
(Ellickson, Saner and McGuigan 1997). In the school
setting, research does suggest that a larger number of
minority studentsexperiencedisciplinary referralsand
actions(McCarthy and Hoge 1987; McFadden et al. 1992),
but this does not necessarily reflect higher rates of
offending behavior. Some studies have found a
relationship between theamount of violencein schools
and the percent of minority students (Heaviside et. al.
1998; Cantor and Wright 2001); however, other studies

Figure 4. Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by crime level where students live: 1999-2000
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havefound few differencesin the racial composition of
schools and the level of school violence (Hellman and
Beaton 1986).

The percent of the student population that are
minoritiesdid not appear to have astrong relationship
with violencein public schools during the 1999-2000
school year. No differences were detected between
schools with varying levels of minority representation
and the prevalence of violent incidents (figure 5 and
table 1). However, a positive relationship existed
between the percent of minority enrollment and the
prevalencedf seriousviolentincidents(figure5and table
1). Asthe percent of minority enrollment increased in
schoolssodid thelikelihood of schoolsexperiencingat
least one serious violent incident.

An additional measure of the student population that
some research has found to have an effect on violence
and crime in schools is the socioeconomic status of

Figure 5.
bv percent minority: 1999-2000

students. Whilesomestudies havefound that thepoverty
rate of the students served by a school does have a
relationship to the presence of crime and violence
(Verdugo and Schneider 1999), others have found no
relationship at dl between measures of student poverty
and crimeand violence at school (Heavisideet a. 1998;
Crosseet al. 2002).

The 2000 SSOCS did not collect information on the
socioeconomic status of individual students. However,
one commonly used measure of the school population
that provides some information about socioeconomic
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school lunch program is a component of the National
School Lunch Program designed to provide students
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During the 1999-2000school year, no differenceswere
detected between school swith different percentages of
the school population that received free and reduced-
price school lunch and whether any violent incident
occurred at theschool (figure6 and table1).

The relationship observed between the percent of
students who were digible to receive free or reduced-
price lunch and the prevalence of violence is different
fromthat for the prevalenceof seriousviolence. Schools
with the highest percentage of studentseligiblefor free
or reduced-pricelunch were morelikely to experience
one or more serious violent incidents than those with
smaller percentagesof studentseligiblefor theprogram
(figure 6 and table 1). For example, schoolswith more
than 50 percent of the population digibleto receivefree
or reduced-pricelunch weremorelikely to experiencea
serious violent incident than schools with between
0 and 20 percent and 21t0 50 percent of studentsdligible

for freeand reduced-pricelunch (24 percent vs 16 percent
and 18 percent, respectively).

The relationship between academic performance and
violencein schoolsisof particular concerntoeducators.
Research has found a relationship between poor
academicperformanceand delinquentbehavior (Maguin
and Loeber 1995). It has been suggested that poor
academicachievementor lack of academicengagement
leads to frustration that may result in delinquent
behavior (Verdugo and Schneider 1999). A similar
argument isthat thosestudentswho aremoresuccessful
academically have agreater investment in adhering to
the school rules (Hawlunset al. 1998). An additiona
argument is that those students who are engagingin
violenceor fearful of the violencearound them are not
ableto concentrate on academics, or may leave school
atogether (Fleminget d. 2000).

Figure 6. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by percent of studentseligible to receive free and reduced-pricelunch: 1999-2000
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In the 1999-2000school year, principal swere asked to
provide information aimed at gauging the academic
achievement of thestudent population. Specifically,they
were asked for the percentage of students who were
below the 15 percentile on standardized tests, were
likely to goto college after high school, and considered
academic achievement to bevery important.

The first measure of academic performance collected
from principals in SSOCS was the percentage of the
students who scored below the 15% percentile on
standardizedtests. Thismeasurewas positively related
to the prevaence of violence in public schools during
the 1999-2000 school year. Those schools in which
principals reported that moreof thestudent popul ation
wasbelowthe 15% percentile on standardized tests(6to
15 percent of students below the 15" percentile and
more than 15 percent of students below the 15%
percentile— 73 percent and 77 percent, respectively)
were more likely to report experiencing at least one

violent incident than schoolswith asmaller percentage
of students below the 15" percentile (0 to 5 percent of
studentsbelow the 15t percentile— 64 percent) (figure
7andtablel).

The association between the percent of students below
the 15 percentile on standardized tests and the
prevalence of seriousviolent incidents wasthe same as
that exhibited intherelationshipwithviolent incidents.
The larger the percentage of students who principals
report arebelow the15% percentileon standardized tests,
themorelikely the school wasto experience at least one
seriousviolent incident (27 percent vs. 19 percent vs. 14
percent) (figure7 and table 1).

A second measureof thelevel of academic achievement
inschoolswasthepercent of studentswhowerelikely to
attend college. An inverse relationship existed between
thepercent of studentsthat principalsfelt werelikely to
attend collegeand the prevalence df violentincidentsat

Figure 7. Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by percent of students below the 15™ percentile on standardized tests: 1999-2000
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'Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attackwith or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

%erious violentincidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with aweapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). 2000
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school. Those schools that reported alower percentage
of studentswerelikely toattend collegeweremorelikely
to haveexperienced at least oneviolent incident during
the 1999-2000 school year than those with a higher
percentage d studentslikelytogoto college. For example,
schoolswiththesmallest percentage of studentslikelyto
go to college (up to 35 percent of students) were more
likely than thosewith the highest percentage (morethan
60 percent of students) to experience aviolent incident
at school (77 percent and 66 percent, respectively)
(figure8and table 1).

Aswithviolentincidents, those schoolswith thelargest
percentage of studentslikely to attend collegewereless
likely than those with the smallest percentage to have
experienced aseriousviolentincident duringthe 1999-
2000schooal year (figure8and tablel). While17 percent

of schoolswith more than 60 percent of studentslikely
to attend college reported a serious violent incident,
23 percent of schools with 0 to 35 percent of students
likely to go to collegeexperienced such an incident.

The final measure concerning academics was the
percentage of the student population that considered
academicsto beveryimportant accordingto principals.
In the 1999-2000 school year, asthe percent of students
who considered academicsto be important increased,
the prevalence of experiencing any violent incident
decreased (figure9and table 1).

The relationship between the perceived importance
of academicsto studentsand theprevalenceof serious
violenceissimilar tothat observed with theprevalence
of violence. In general, asthepercent of studentswho

Figure 8. Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or seriousviolentincident,
by percent of students likely to attend college: 1999-2000
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‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryotherthan rape, physical attack or fight with orwithout a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

withouta weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with aweapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). 2000
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consider academics important increased, the
prevalence of serious violent incidents decreased
(figure9and table 1).

The final student characteristic reported by school
principas is the percentage of the population that is
male. Previousstudies have found that male students
are more likely to be offenders than female students,
and arealso morelikelyto bevictimized at school than
femalestudents (Farrington 1993; Day 1994; DeVoe et
a. 2002). Therefore, school swith ahigher proportion of
male students may be expected to have a higher
prevalenceof violence.

In the 2000 SSOCS, the relationship between the
percentageof malesin the student popul ation and the
prevalence of violenceis not consistent with previous

literature. Schoolswith arelativelyequal percentageof
maleand femalestudents,45to 55 percent (73 percent),
were more likely to experience at least one violent
incident than schools where more than 55 percent of
the population was male (63 percent) (figure 10
and tablel).

Thepercent of malestudentsenrolledin schoolsand the
preval encedf seriousviolencea sowererelated. Schools
with upto44 percent df the population male (15 percent)
werelesslikely toexperienceat least oneseriousviolent
incident comparedto thoseschool swith 44to 55percent
mal e students (21 percent) who experienced a serious
violentincident at school (figure10 and table 1).2

2While other differences appear to exist. these differences are
associatedwiththe standard errorsandarenot statistically significant.

Figure 9. Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by percent of studentswho consider academic achievement important: 1999-2000
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‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physicalattackwith or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

‘Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryotherthan rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). 2000
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Figure 10.. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violentincident,
by percent male enrollment: 1999-2000
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'Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attackorfight with orwithout a weapon, threat of physical attack with or
without aweapon,and robberywith or withouta weapon.

2Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,
and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.

School AdministrativePractices Previousresearch suggeststhat teacherswho areassigned
fewer studentsin their classrooms may havean easier
One approach to preventing or reducing violence in timeestablishingdisciplinethan thosewho areassigned
schoolsisto structure the way the school managesits alarger number of students (Betts and Shkolnik 1999;
student popul ation. Many schoolshavealargestudent Rice 1999). In the 2000 SSOCS, principals provided
body,which providesan opportunity for alarge number information on the number of students, and full- and
of students to be together in the same area. In these part-time teachers in each school. These figures were
school settings, students are both "potential offenders usedtoestablishastudent-to-teacher ratio. Thestudent-
and potential victims' (Garofalo, Siegdl, and. Laub 1987). to-teacher ratio does not necessarilyequal the number
Giventhe needtocontrol thebehaviorsof alargenumber of students per classroom,but it doesprovideameasure
of students, certain factors can increase the ability of of theratio of studentsto teachersin theentireschool.
adults to supervise students, or reduce the amount of
unsupervised interaction among students. Inorder to | 1n1999-2000,schoolswithalow student-to-teacher ratio
gather informationonsomed theschool administrative were less likely to experience a violent incident than
practices that could have a relationship to school schoolswithahigh student-to-teacher ratio. Specificaly,
violence, principal swereasked in the 2000 SSOCSabout 68 percent of schools with a student-to-teacher ratio
the number of studentsand teachersintheschools,the lessthan 12:1 reported aviolent incident compared to
number of classroom changesin a typica school day, 78 percent of school swith astudent-to-teacher ratio of
and the presence of law enforcement or other security morethan 16:1 (figure1landtablel).
personnel during the 1999-2000school yesr.
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The ratio of students to teachers also was associated
withthe prevalenced seriousviolencein schools. Schools
withthelargest ratio of studentsto teacherswere more
likely to experienceat |east one seriousviolentincident
(25 percent) than those with the smallest student-to-
teacher ratio (16 percent) (figurelland table1).

When studentschangefrom oneclasstothe next during
the school day, they have the opportunity to mix with
other studentswithlessadult supervisionthan they have
during the class period. In the 2000 SSOCS principals
wereasked to report the number of classroom changes
that students makein atypical school day. They were
instructed to exclude morning arrivals and afternoon
departures, and count each time students go from one
location to another as one classroom change.

During1999-2000, asthe number of classroomchanges
increased, so did thelikelihood of experiencingat least
oneviolentincident (figure12andtablel). For example,
58 percent of school with 3 or fewer classroom changes
in atypical school day experienced one or moreviolent
incidents, compared to 82 percent of schoolswith more
than 6 classroomchanges.

Similarly, a positive relationship also existed between
thelikelihood of experiencingaseriousviolentincident
at school and the number of classroom changesin a
typical school day. Schools that employed fewer
classroomchanges(0 to 3changes) werelesslikely than
schoolsthat had either 4to0 6 or morethan 6 classroom
changes to have experienced a serious violent incident
during the1999-2000 school year (14 percent vs. 21and
24 percent, respectively) (figurel2 and table 1).

Figure 11. Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or seriousviolent incident,

by studentlteacher ratio: 1999-2000
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‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

without a weapon, and robberywith orwithout a weapon.

‘Serious violentincidents include rape, sexual batteryotherthan rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with aweapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

3Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividing the total number of students enrolled in the school by the total number of fuil-time equivalent
teachers. The total number of full-time equivalent teachersis acombination of the full-time and part-time teachers, including specialeducation
teachers, with an adjustment tocompensate for the part-timestatusof those teachers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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Figure 12. Percentageof public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by number of classroom changes: 1999-2000
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‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attackorfight with orwithout a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

without a weapon, and robbery with orwithout a weapon.

*erious violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with aweapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

‘Some schools are omitted from these categories because of missingdata.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.

In order to reduce the threat of violence and increase
the supervision of students, some schoolsincorporate
theuseof law enforcement officersor security personnel.
The presenceof law enforcement or security isintended
to deter potential violence as well as aid principalsin
discipline after violent behavior occurs (Marans and
Shaefer 1998). While some schools may utilize police
assistance only when needed, other schools employ
policeofficersor other security towork full timein the
school building.

Principals were asked about the use of paid law
enforcement or security servicesin their schoolsinthe
2000 SSOCS Those principal swho responded that they
used paid law enforcement or security services at any
timeduringschoolshours, whilestudentswerearriving
or leaving, at selected school activities, or at other
specified times were considered to regularly use law
enforcement. School sthat indicated that they used paid
law enforcement only when school or school activities

were not occurring were considered to have no regular
use of law enforcement for the purposes of analysis.

Theregular usedf law enforcement or security services
did havearelationship to the prevalencedf violenceat
school. In 1999-2000, schools that regularly used paid
lawenforcementor security werelesslikely to experience
aviolentincident thosethat did not regularly use such
personnel (62 percent vs. 80 percent) (figurel3andtable
1). Additionally, those schools that used regular law
enforcement or security personnel were less likely to
experience a serious violent incident than those who
did not have such personnel (13percent vs. 26 percent)
(figurel3andtablel).

School Disorder
Research has shown that some measures of school

disorder can be predictive of more serious forms of
certain delinquent behaviors (National Institute of
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Figure 13.

Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,

by use of paid law enforcement: 1999-2000
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'Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryotherthan rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

erious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with aweapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.

Education 1978; Welsh 2000). Specifically, schools in
which there is disorder are more likely to experience
victimization of students as well. Previousliterature
suggeststhat terms such as“disorder” capturearangedf
activities, including minor disruptions and actual
criminal events (Gottfredson and Gottfredson 1985).
Whileschool disorder hasbeen used to refer toavariety
of behaviors, the SSOCS2000asked principalsto provide
informationregardingvarioustypesd seriousdiscipline
problems, the number of transfers to and from the
school, the number of disruptions that the school
experienced,and a measure of student absenteeism.

Violent crimesmake up only aportion of thedisruptive
and harmful activitiesthat occur in schoolsand affect
the school's environment. According to teachers,
student misconduct suchas"cursing, grabbing,pushing,
verbal threats and intimidations' are more common
problemsthan acts of violencein school s(Furlonget d.
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1994; Petersen et al. 1998). Because the less severe
disciplineproblemshavearelationshiptoviolence,itis
important to analyze these measures to provide a full
picture of the violent situation in schools.

In SSOCS, principals were asked about discipline
problems that occur in schools. These problems
included student racial tensions, student bullying,
student verbal abuse of teachers, widespread disorder
in classrooms, student acts of disrespect for teachers,
undesirable gang activities, and undesirable cult or
extremist group activities. Principals wereinstructed
to respond if each of these problems happened daily, at
| east once aweek, at |east once amonth, on occasion,
or not at al. If aprincipal reported that undesirable
gang activities, or undesirable cult or extremist group
activities happened at all, or any of theother problems
occurred at least once aweek, the discipline problem
was considered serious.
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The number of serious discipline problems in schools
was counted for the 1999-2000 school year. Schoolsin
which more seriousdiscipline problems occurred were
morelikely than schoolswith fewer seriousproblemsto
report any violent incidents (figure 14 and table 1).

Schools that reported a larger number of serious
discipline problemswere also morelikely to experience
serious violence than those with a smaller number of
these problems. In general, as the number of serious
discipline problems increased, so did thelikelihood of
experiencing a serious violent incident at school
(figurel4andtablel).

Another measure of school disorder collected in SSOCS
relatestotheleve of stability inthestudent population.
In any given school year, some students transfer into
theschool whileother studentstransfer out. Idedly,the

morestablethestudent popul ation remainsthroughout
the school year, the more opportunity faculty and staff
have to get to know the students. Additionally, while
some students with discipline problems may be
transferred out of the school, other students may be
transferred in after the beginning of the school year,
which may leave them at a disadvantage academically
and socidly.

IN1999-2000, princi pal swereasked to report the number
of studentswhoweretransferredtoandfrom the school
after the start of the school year. They wereinstructed
to include any students who were transferred, not just
those who had been moved as a result of disciplinary
actions. The number of students who had either been
transferred out of or into the school wasadded together,
and thetotal enrollment wasused tocreate a percentage
of the school's student enrollment that was transferred.

Figure 14. Percentage of public schools reporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by number of serious discipline problems: 1999-2000
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‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

erious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physicalattack or fight with a weapon, threat of physicalattack with aweapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

‘Serious discipline problems is a count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems include student racial tensions, student
bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers, widespread disorder in classrooms, and student acts of disrespect for teachers. If a principal reported that
any of these problemsoccurred daily or weeklyin their school, each was counted once in the total number of serious discipline problems. Undesirable
gangactivitiesand undesirable cult or extremist group activities were also counted onceasa problem if the principal reported that these events

occurred at all in their school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000
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A relationship between the mobility of the student
population and the prevalence of violence existed
during the 1999-2000 school year. Schools with the
smallest percentage of studentstransferred after the
beginningof the school year werelesslikely than those
with the highest percentageto experience at least one
violent incident (66 percent vs. 76 percent) (figurel5
and tablel).

A relationshi pbetweenthe prevalencedf seriousviolent
incidents at school and the percent of the student
population that had been transferred during the school
year did not exist during the 1999-2000 school year. No
differences were detected between the prevalence of
seriousviolentincidentsand the percentagedf students
who were transferred after the beginning of the school
year (figurel5and table ).

Another aspect of a school's level of disorder is the
amount of times disruptive activities take students
away from academics. In addition to the loss of class
time, schoolwidedisruptionsareaform of disorder that
affectstheentire school population. School swere asked
to provide the number of times that school activities
were disrupted by actions such as bomb or anthrax
threats. They were aso instructed to exclude dl fire
alarmsfromtheir responses. Althoughfirealarms may
bedisruptiveto theschool day, actionssuch asbomb or
anthrax attacks represent a more severethreat to the
school population. The school also may respond to
threats of this type with a different set of procedures
thanwould beused in afirealarm.

Duringthe1999-2000 school year, therewasadifference
between the schoolsthat experienced disruptions and

Figure 15. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by transfers as a percentage of enrollment: 1999-2000
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‘Violent incidentsinclude rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

*Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with aweapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,

and robberywith or without a weapon.

Transfers asa percentageof enrollment combines the number of students who were transferred to a schooland the number of students who were
transferred from a school, divided by the total number of students enrolled in the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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thelikelihood of experiencing violent incidents. Schools
that reported at |least one disruption were more likely
to have experienced violence than those that did not
have any disruptions (90 percent vs. 70 percent) (figure
1l6andtablel).

Similarly, those schools that experienced a disruption
of school activities for threats, such asbombor anthrax,
also were more likely to experience a serious violent
incident during the 1999-2000 school year (37 percent
vs. 18 percent) (figure16 and table 1).

The fina measure of school disorder is the level of
absenteeism. When studentsare away fromschool, they
are not able to participate in academic or social
interaction. Students who are absent without excuse
represent a form of delinquency. This type of
absenteeism may provide an indication of thelevel of
the school's disorder. In SSOCS, principals were asked

to report on the percent of students who were absent
without excuse on an average school day.

In general, those schools with a higher percentage of
students absent without excuse were more likely than
thosewith alower percentageto havereported any violent
incidents during the 1999-2000 school year (figure 17
and tablel). For example, 55 percent of schoolsinwhich
no studentswere absent without excuse experienced a
violent incident compared with 78 percent of schools
with more than 10 percent of students absent.

The relationship between absenteeism and serious
violent incidents at school has a similar pattern as
observed with violent incidents. In general, as the
percent of students who are absent without excuse on
an averageschool day increased, so did thelikelihood of
schools experiencing a serious violent incident (figure
17 andtablel).

Figure 16. Percentage of public schoolsreporting at least one violent or serious violent incident,
by prevalence of schoolwide disruptions: 1999—2000
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'Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack o fight with orwithout a weapon, threat of physical attack with or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

erious violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physicalattack with a weapon,

and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). 2000
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Figure 17. Percentage of public schoolsreportingatleast one violent or serious violent incident,
by percent of students absent without excuse: 1999—2000
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'Violent incidentsinclude rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with orwithout a weapon, threat of physical attackwith or
without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

erious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,
and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.

Rdationship between School Char acterigtics

and Violenceand SeriousViolence

Having discovered a number of school characteristics
related to the presence of violenceand seriousviolence
in public schools, it isimportant to examine whether
these associations remain when al of thesefactors are
considered at once. Many of the school characteristics
may be correlated with oneanother. For example, school
level and the number of classroom changes may be
related to one another, since elementary schools are
morelikelytoemploy fewer classroom changes because
of theway inwhich their school day isorganized. If this
is the case, it is difficult to know whether a positive
relationship between the number of classroom changes
and violenceisduetothe number of classroom changes
or due to the fact that the schools that
incidentally have moreclassroom changes (highschool s)
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experience more violence. In order to examine the
relationship of thedifferent factors previously discussed
with violence and serious violence in schools,
multivariate analysis was conducted using logistic
regressionfor both the preval encecf violenceand serious
violence. The use of logistic regression alows for the
simultaneous analysis of all of thefactorsin relation to
violence and serious violence.

Thelogistic regression technique was used to examine
therelationship of school demographic characteristics,
characteristics of the student population, school
organization and management, and school disorder to
the presence of violent and serious violent incidents
during the 1999-2000 school year. In the logistic
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regression equations, some of theschool characteristics
were modified from the previous analysis.® The
discussion will includeonly those factorsthat provided
a significant contribution to the equations.*

Theresultsfor thelogistic regressions are presented as
odds ratios, which can be used to estimate the change
in the relative odds of violence or serious violencein
schools with certain school characteristics. The odds
ratio for an independent variable tells the relative
amount by which the odds of the outcomeincrease or
decrease when thevaue of theindependent variableis
increased by 1.0 unit. For categorical independent
variables, one category is omitted from the equation
and serves asthe reference category against which the
other categoriesarejudged. An oddsratio greater than
one indicates a greater likelihood of schools with a
certain characteristic havingviolenceor seriousviolence
than schools with the omitted characteristic, a ratio
equal to one indicates no greater or lesser likelihood,
and aratiolessthan oneindicatesalower likelihood of
schoolswith thecharacteristic havingviolenceor serious
violencethan thosewith theomitted characteristic. An
oddsratio can also beexpressed asapercentageincrease
or decrease in the likelihood of experiencing the
dependent variable.

Prevalenceof Violence in Schools

Table A shows the odds ratios for select school
characteristics and the preval ence of violenceat school.
Six school characteristics remained related to the
prevalence of violent incidentsin publicschoolsduring
1999-2000whilesimultaneously examiningother factors:
school level, urbanicity, percent of students who

3 Unlike the previous section of this report, logistic regression utilizes
the continuous variables for the school characteristicswhere possible.
This includes enrollment size, percent minority enrollment, percent
freelreduced-price lunch, percent of students scoring below the 15"
percentile, student/teacher ratio. number of classroom changes.
percent male enrollment, percent of students likely to attend college.
percent of students likely to consider academic achievement
important, number of serious discipline problems, number of
schoolwide disruptions, number of transfers to school during the
school year. number of transfers from school during the school year,
and percent of students absent without excuses.

*The logistic regression results in this report are presented as odds
ratios. See the Multivariate Analysis section of this report for details
on odds ratios and how to interpret them.

consider academics to be very important, number of
classroom changes madein atypical school day, number
of seriousdisciplineproblems,and number of schoolwide
disruptions. The school enrollment size, crime level
where students lived, percent of students who were
below the 15% percentile on standardized tests, percent
of student likely to attend college, percent male
enrollment, student-to-teacher ratio, use of paid law
enforcement, transfers to and from school, and percent
of students absent without excuse were related to the
prevalence of violence at school when examined
individually. However,thesecharacteristics did not prove
to besignificant when examined simultaneously in the
regression equation.

Astheanalysisin the previoussection showed, anumber
of theschool demographic characteristicswere related
tothe prevalenceof violenceat school duringthe 1999-
2000 school year. A smaller number of these school
demographic characteristics continued to berelated to
the prevalence of violence when controlling for other
characteristics. Thelevel of the public school remains
associated with the prevalence of violent incidents.
Middleschools and secondary schools were morelikely
to experience violence than elementary schools after
adjusting for other factors (table A). While combined
schools appeared to be more likely than elementary
schools to experience any violent incidents in the
previous analysis, no such differences were detected
when accounting for the other characteristics.

Results also show the same relationship between the
school's location and the prevalence of violence as
previously observed. Compared to city schools, schools
located on the urban fringewerel esslikely to experience
atleast oneviolent incident at school during the 1999-
2000 school year, while no differences were detected
between city schoolsand schoolslocatedin rural areas
or towns.

While a number of the characteristics of the student
population were associated with the prevalence of
violencewhen viewedindividualy,only theimportance
of academic achievement continued to be related to
experiencing violenceafter adjusting for other factors.
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The percent of students who considered academic
achievement important was negatively related to the
prevalence of violent incidents at school. Specifically,
anincreasein the percentageof studentswho consider
academic achievement to be important decreased the
likelihood of experiencingat least one violent incident
in1999-2000.

Theschool organization and management practicethat
remains associated with the prevalencedf violencewhen
controllingfor other factorswasthe number of classroom
changes a school made in a typical school day. Asthe
number of daily classrooms changesincreased, theodds
of experiencingat least oneviolent incident duringthe
1999-2000school year alsoincreased.

Finally, two characteristics of school disorder were
associatedwith the preval ence of violencein 1999-2000
after controlling for other factors. Schoolwide
disruptions and the number of serious discipline
problems in the school remained positively related to
theprevalenceofviolenceat school. For every additional
disruption aschool experienced, the oddsof at least one
violent crime occurring increased. Also,asthe number
of serious discipline problems increased, so did the
likelihood of experiencingat | east oneviolent incident.

Prevalenceof SeriousViolencein Schools

Table A aso shows the odds ratios for select school
characteristicsand theprevalence of seriousviolencein
schools.® Of the characteristics that were previously
related to serious violent incidents, only five school
characteristicscontinuedto berelated to thelikelihood
that aschool would experienceat | east oneseriousviolent
incident at school duringthe1999-2000school year after
controlling for other factors. These characteristicswere
enrollment size, urbanicity, percent male enrollment,

*In order to address the concern of multicollinearity within thelogistic
regression equations, variance inflation factors and a correlation
matrix were run for the variables. All of the variables were within
acceptable limits. with the exception of two variables. Transfers to
and from schools were entered into the logistic regression equations
as separate continuous variables, and showed marginal signs of
multicollinearity. For more information regarding the analysis of
multicollinearity, see the Mil tivari ate Anal ysi s section of this report.
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number of serious discipline problems, and number of
schoolwide disruptions. While school level, crime level
where students live, percent minority enrollment,
percent of students eligibleto receivefree or reduced-
pricelunch, percent of studentsbelow the 15% percentile
onstandardizedtests, percent of studentslikely toattend
college, percent of students who consider academic
achievement to be very important, student-to-teacher
ratio, number of classroom changes made in a typical
school day, useof paidlawenforcement, transferstoand
from school, and percent of students absent without
excusewererelated tothe prevalenceof seriousviolence
when examined individually,no such differences were
detected when the other factors were controlled.

Someof theschool demographic characteristics remain
related to the prevalence of serious violent incidents.
For example, enrollment size was positively related to
the occurrence of at least one serious violent incident.
Also, the prevalence of serious violencewas related to
school urbanicity after controlling for other factors.
Compared to city schoals, rural schools werelesslikely
toexperienceat | east oneseriousviolentincident during
the 1999-2000 school year. Consistent with previous
findings, no differences were detected between the
likelihood of schoolsin cities, urban fringe and towns
experiencing one or more serious violent incidents.

The only characteristicof the student population that
remained related to the prevalence of serious violence
while controlling for other factors was the percent of
male studentsin theschool population. Asthe percent
of male students increased, so did the likelihood of
experiencing a serious violent incident.

Finally, two characteristics of school disorder were
correlated with seriousviolenceincidents. |n 1999-2000,
both the number of schoolwide disruptionsand serious
discipline problems at school were positively related to
the prevalence of serious violence at school when
adjusting for other characteristics. Therefore, aseither
the number of schoolwide disruptions or serious
discipline problems increased, so did the odds of
experiencing at least one serious violent incident.
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Table A.  Odds ratios of logistic regression resultson the prevalence of violent and serious violent incidents,
by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000

Prevalence of violent Prevalence of serious
School characteristics incident® odds ratio violent incident? odds ratio
Schooldemographic characteristics
Level (elementary)
Middle 2277* 1376
Secondary 3.210% 1.275
Cornbined 1.338 1530
Enrollment size 1.001 1.001*
Urbanicity (city} ]
Urban fringe 0.544* 1.006
Town 0.723 0922
Rural 0.629 0.539*
Crimelevel where studentslive flow)
Moderate 0.829 0.969
High 1343 1.408
Mixed 1.340 1124
Characteristics of the student population
Percent minority enroliment 0.847 0.903
Free/reduced-price lunch 1.002 1.007
Belowthe 15% percentile 1.005 1.007
Percentof studentslikely to attend college 0.995 1.000
Percentof studentswho consider academic
achievementimportant 0.987* 0.995
Percent male enrollment 0.987 1.015*
School organization and management
Student/teacherratio® 1.018 1.003
Number of classroom changes 1.127* 1.055
Use of paid law enforcement 1.069 1.184
Schooldisorder
Number of serious disciplineproblems’ 1.374* 1.344*
Transfers to school 1.000 1.002
Transfersfrom school 1.002 0.998
Prevalenceof schoolwide disruptions 1.576* 1.228*
Percent of studentsabsent without excuses 0.998 0.998

—
p<0.05

'Violent incidentsinclude rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or without a weapon, and

robbery with or without a weapon.

‘Seriousviolent incidentsinclude rape, sexual batteryotherthan rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physicalattackwith a weapon, and robbery with or
without a weapon.

The comparison group is elementaryschools.
‘The comparison group is city schools.
The comparison group is students who live in low crime neighborhoods.

Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividingthe total number of studentsenrolled in theschool by the total number of full-timeteachers. The total number of teachers
isa combination of the full-time and part-time teachers, including special education teachers, with an adjustment to compensate for the part-timestatusof those teachers.

‘Serious discipline problems is a count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems include student racial tensions, student bullying, student
verbal abuse of teachers, widespread disorder in classrooms, and student acts of disrespectfor teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problems occurred daily or
weeklyin theirschool, each wascounted oncein the total number of seriousdiscipline problems. Undesirablegangactivities, and undesirablecult orextremist group
activities were also counted once as a problem if the principal reported that these events occurred at all in their school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety {SSOCS), 2000
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Patter nsof School Violence

Onegeneral pattern that hasbeen universally recognized
isthat crime occurs in clusters (Sherman, Gartin and
Buerger 1989, Farrell and Sousa 2001). Whether it isby
person, place, location or situational domain, certain
characteristics have been associated with higher levels
of violenceand disorder. Crime and criminality isnot a
random occurrence. It becomes critical then, to learn
where crime islikely to happen.

Aswith the general literature on crime and violence,
previous research has shown that a disproportionately
small number of schoolsaccountsfor alargeamount of
the crime. In 1990, Burquest, Farrell, and Pease found
that about 12 percent of schools accounted for more
than athird of all school crime (Burquest, Farrell,and
Pease 1992). In an earlier study, about a third of the
schools accounted for over 75 percent of al burglaries
reported to authorities(Hope1982). An additional study
found that about 8 percent of schools accounted for
over half of al reported violent offenses (Lindstrom
1997).Al of thesestudiesrestricted thesampled schools
to individual cities, but they provide evidence that
suggests crime and violence may cluster within
certain schools.

An analysis of the 1996-1997 Principal/School
DisciplinarianSurvey on School Violence providessome
background suggesting that violence may cluster in
specific American public schools. Cantor and Wright
(2001) analyzed this national study, and found that
60 percent of the violent incidents occurred in only
4 percent of the public high schools. The researchers
specified four levelsof crime (no crime, isolated crime,
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moderate crime, and violent crime), and used these
categories to identify certain characteristicsthat were
associated with varying levelsof crimein schools. Their
analysis also found that enrollment size, percent
minority, and urbanicity were associated with violence
in public schoolsduringthe1996-1997 school year.

Distribution of Violent and SeriousViolent
I ncidentsacr ossPublic Schools

The 2000 SSOCSprovidesan opportunity toanalyzethe
distribution of theviolent and seriousviolentincidents
that were reported by public school principalsfor the
1999-2000 school year. In any sample of schools, one
expectation is that a proportion of schools would
account for the same proportion of incidents. That is,
25 percent of schools should account for 25 percent of
the incidents. When the number of violent incidents
reported by public school principalsisdisplayedinfigure
18, however, the curve shows that a small number of
schools disproportionately account for alarge number
of incidents. Although 70 percent of dl public schools
reported at least one violent incident, approximately
7 percent of public schoolsaccounted for 50 percent of
the total violent incidents reported by schools during
the1999-2000school year.®

¢ Counts of some less serious offenses may not be included in the
number of incidents reported. Principalswereinstructed to categorize
an incident according to the most serious offense when the incident
included multiple types of offenses. The example provided to
principals in the survey was that if an incident included rape and
robbery, include the incident only under rape. Additional offenses
may have occurred during the 1999-2000 school year, but were not
reported because they were part of a more serious incident.
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Figure 18. Percent of violent incidents, by percent of publicschools: 1999—2000
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‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attackwith or

without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000

TableB shows varyingpercentsof violentincidentsin
figure 18. While most schools do experience at |east
one violent incident, a few schools have a larger
proportion of theviolent incidents. In addition to the
7 percent of schoolsthat report 50 percent of theviolent
incidentsat school, 18 percent of schools account for
75 percent of thetotal violentincidentsthat occurred
at school in 1999-2000(table B). Thisamountsto 5,400
public schools (7 percent) that account for
approximately 735,000 (50 percent) violent incidents,
and 14,800 public schools (18 percent) accounting for

about 1.09 million (75percent) violent incidents during
theschool yesr.

Focusingon the number of only seriousviolentincidents
that occurred at school duringthe1999-2000school year,
a similar pattern emerged. As with violent incidents,
serious violent incidents did not follow an equal
distribution o incidents among publicschools. In fact,
asmaller percentage of public schools, approximately
2 percent, account for 50 percent of serious violent
incidents that occurred in 1999-2000(figure19).

TableB. Percentand number of public schools, by percentage of violent incidents: 1999—2000

Percent of violent incidents' Percent of schools

Number of schools Number of incidents

25 16
30 6.6
75 18.0
100 4

1,300 360, 000
5,400 735,000
14,800 1,090,000
58,500 1,466,000

‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual battery otherthan rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with orwithout a weapon, and

robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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Figure 19. Percent of serious violent incidents, by percent of public schools: 1999—2000

Percent of serious violent incidents?®

100 ] & L4
[
90 # &
80
T i T i | LI o 1 1
10 20 30 40 60 70 80 90 100

Percent of public schools

‘Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon,

and robbery with orwithout a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.

Table C providesthe specific findings shownin figure
19. Inaddition to the 2 percent of schoolsthat account
for 50 percent of theseriousviolent incidents, itisalso
the case that about 7 percent o schools experienced
75 percent of the seriousviolentincidentsthat occurred
at schoolsin1999-2000 (table C). Thisamountsto 1,600

public schools (2 percent) that account for
approximately 30,100 (50 percent) serious violent
incidents, and 5,400 public schools (7 percent)
accounting for 46,100 (75 percent) serious violent
incidents during the school year.

TableC. Percentand number of public schools, by percentageof serious violentincidents: 1999—-2000

Percent of serious violent incidents? Percent of schools

Number of schools Number of incidents

5 05
X 19
75 6.5
100 197

434 14,900
1,600 30,100
5400 46,100

16,200 60,700

'Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon, and robberywith or

without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

[ SO



Corrdatesof Schoolswith Violent

and SeriousViolent | ncidents

In order to better understand the nature of school
violence,itisimportant tolook at the characteristics of
schools that account for varying levels of incidents.
Identifying thecharacteristics of schoolswith lowlevels
of crime may inform the organizational structure or
characteristics of these schools that could promote a
safe environment. In addition, identifying the
characteristics of schools with the most crime may
provide information for addressing the problems
associated with violence.

Multinomial logistic regression equationswere used to
examinethe rel ationship between school demographic
characteristics, characteristics of the student
population,school organization and management, and
school disorder, and the level of violent and serious
violentincidents occurringduringthe1999-2000 school
year. Multinomial logistic regression alows for the
comparison of one category of adependent variableto
the other two categories. The analysis presented here
examines the relative odds that a school experiences
either no incidents or a low-to-moderate level of
incidents relative to experiencing a high level of
incidents. Aswith thelogisticregression equations used
tocompare theeffect ofvariousfactorson theprevalence
of school violence, the school characteristics were
included in theequationsascontinuousvariables,where
appropriate. The discussion of the equations does not
includethosefactorsthat were not significantly related
to theleve of violent or serious violent incidents?

Levdsof Violent | ncidents

For the dependent variable, level of violence, schools
were classified into those with no incidents, a low-to-
moderate number of incidents, and a high level of
incidents. The category of highlevel of incidentsisthe
reference group agai nst which theother two categories
arejudged. Usingthedistributions shownaboveintable

'The multinomial logistic regression results in this report are
presented as odds ratios. See the Multivariate Analysis section of this
report for details on odds ratios and how to interpret them.

B and figure 18, the cut-points for these classifications
wereestablished asfollows. the 7 percent of schoolsthat
account for 50 percent of theincidents (high number of
incidents), other schools reporting an incident (low-
to-moderate number of incidents), and schools
reporting 0 incidents (no incidents).

Schools with a high level of violent incidents differed
from schoolswith no and alow-to-moderate number of
incidents by various factors. These factors included
school level,enrollment size, urbanicity, crimeleve where
studentslive,number of classroom changes, number of
serious discipline problems, number of students who
transferred from theschool,and number of schoolwide
disruptions (table D)8

Comparedto schoolswith noincidents of violence, high
incident schoolswere morelikely to be middle schools
than elementary schools. For schools with a low-to-
moderate number of violent incidents, no such
difference was detected. | nstead, when compared with
high incident schools, schoolswith alow-to-moderate
number of incidents were morelikely to be secondary
or combined schools than elementary schools. In
addition, enrollment size was positively related to the
leve of violent incidentsin public schools. Compared
to schools with no incidents or a low-to-moderate
number of incidents, high incident schools were likely
tobelarger schools.

Compared to schools with alow-to-moderate number
of violent incidents, high incident schools were aso
more likely to be in towns, compared to cities. No

8 The measurement of the independent variable needs to be taken
into account before assessing the contribution of the various factors
related to violent incidents. Of those variables that showed a
relationship to violent incidents, school level, urbanicity, and crime
level where students live are categorical variables. In comparison,
enrollment size, number of serious discipline problems, number of
students who transferred from the school, and number of schoolwide
disruptions are continuous variables. Although the odds ratios shown
in table D for continuous variables may appear smaller than thosefor
the categorical variables, readers should use caution when making
such comparisons because continuous variables are comprised of a
relatively greater number of units than are categorical variables.
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difference in location was detected when comparing
schools with a high number of incidents with those
schools with no incidents.

Thefinal school demographic characteristic associated
with thelevel of violent incidents wasthelevel of crime
where studentslive. Schoolswith ahigh level of violent
incidentswere morelikely to have studentswho livein
neighborhoods with high or mixed crime levels when
compared to schoolswith noincidents or those with a
low-to-moderate number of incidents.®

The only school organization and management
practice that was associated with the level of violent
incidents was the number of classroom changes the
school had in atypical day. Schoolswithahighlevel of
violent incidents had more classroom changes per day
than schools with zero violent incidents during the
1999-2000school year.

A few of the school disorder characteristics were
associated with the level of violencein public schools.
These characteristics included the number of serious
discipline problems, number of students transferred
from school, and prevalence of aschoolwidedisruption.
Schoolswith ahighleve of violent incidentsexperienced
more seriousdiscipline problemsthan schoolswith less
violence. When compared to schools with a low-to-
moderate number of violent incidents, schools with a
high level of violence had alarger number of students
transfer from the school after the start of the school
year. Further, high violence schools were morelikely to
have experienced aschoolwidedisruption than schools
with no violent incidents.

Levdsof SeriousViolent I ncidents

Aswith violent incidents, categories were established
for the level of serious violence a school experienced
during the1999-2000school year Usingthedistributions
shown in figure 19 and table C, the cut-points were
established as follows:. the 2 percent of schools that
account for 50 percent of theincidents (high number of’

9 Principals were asked to choose from the following categories
describing the neighborhoods where their students lived: high level
of crime, moderate level of crime, low level of crime, mixed levels of’
crime.
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incidents), other schools reporting an incident (low-
to-moderate number of incidents), and schools
reporting zero incidents (no incidents).

Schools with a high level of serious violent incidents
were related to some different characteristics than
those schools with a high level of violent incidents.
When compared to schools with either no incidents
or alow-to-moderate number of incidents, schoolswith
a high level of serious violent incident differed by
enrollment size, percent of students below the 15*
percentile on standardized tests, student/teacher
ratio, number of serious discipline problems, number
of students transferring from the school, and number
of schoolwide disruptions (table D).

When compared to schools with no serious violent
incidents, schoolswith ahigh number of serious violent
incidents were more likely to have a larger student
enrollment. However, no such difference in enrollment
size was detected when comparing schools with a high
number of incidents to those with a low-to-moderate
number of incidents.

A measureof thestudent population that wasrelatedto
thelevel of serious violencein schoolswas the percent
of studentsthat the principal sreported were below the
15% percentile on standardized tests. Compared to
schoolswith either no incidents or alow-to-moderate
number of incidents, schoolswith high levelsof serious
violencewere morelikely to havealarger percentageof
the student body below the 15% percentile on
standardized tests.

Theratioof studentstoteachersalsowasrelatedtothe
leve of seriousviolenceduring the1999-2000school yesr.
Compared to schools with no incidents or a low-to-
moderate number of incidents, schools with a high
number of seriousviolentincidents had alarger ratio of
studentstoteachersin 1999-2000.

Finally,severa measures of thelevel of disorder at school
were related to the amount of serious violence
experienced during the 1999-2000 school year.
Compared to schools with no incidents or a low-to-
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moderate number of incidents, schools with a high or alow-to-moderatenumber of incidents. School swith
number of serious violent incidents had more serious highlevelsdf seriousviolentincidentsa soexperienced
discipline problems. They were also lesslikely to have more schoolwide disruptions during the 1999-2000
studentstransferred out of theschool during theschool school year when compared to those schoolswith no
year when compared to those school swith noincidents serious violent incidents.

TableD. Odds ratios for various amounts of violent and serious violentincidents, by selected school characteristics:

1999-2000
Violent Incidents? Serious Violent Incidents?
Low-to-moderate Low-to-moderate
number of number of
Schooal characteristics No incidents incidents No incidents incidents
School demographiccharacteristics
Level (elementary)?
Middle 0.402* 0.905 1.135 1.618
Secondary 1.026 3.502* 0.920 1.182
Combined 2.548 3.556* 1.192 1.885
Enroliment size 0.999* 0.999* 0.999* 1.000
Urbanicity {city)
Urban fringe 1.779 0.965 0.743 0.728
Town 0.523 0.355* 0.595 0.528
Rural 1.162 0.716 1.646 0.875
Crime level where students live {fowf
Moderate 0410 0.316* 0396 0358
High 0.151* 0.176* 0.215 0.272
Mixed 0.383* 0.501* 0.289 0.300
Characteristics of the student population
Percent minority enrollment 1.350 1154 1271 1.163
Free/reduced-price lunch 1.003 1.005 0.996 1.003
Below the 75" percentile 0.988 0.992 0.980* 0.985*
Percentof studentslikely toattend college 1.010 1.006 1.000 0999
Percentof studentswho consider academic
achievementimportant 1.009 0.99% 1.013 1.009
Percentmale enrollment 1014 1.001 1.001 1.018
School organizationand management
Student/teacherratio 0.979 0.9% 0.985* 0.985*
Number of classroom changes 0.846* 0.950 0.885 0.929
Use of paid law enforcement 0.504 0.520 0.998 1.195
School disorder
Number of serious discipline problems 0500 0.663* 0.538* 0.699*
Transfersto school 1.003 1.002 0.995 0.997
Transfers from school 0.992 0.994* 1.007* 1.005*
Prevalence of schoolwidedisruptions 0.586* 0918 0.767* 0.938
Percentof studentsabsent without excuses 0992 . 0.989 0.9N 0.988
*p<0.05

‘The reference category for both no incidents of violence and a low-to-moderate number of violent incidents is high level of violent incidents. The categorieswere created to
represent the distribution of violent incidents, and were constructed as follows: No incidents= 0 incidents; Low-to-moderate number of incidents =1 to 59 violent incidents;
High number of violent incidents = 60 or more violent incidents.

TThe reference categoryfor both no incidents of seriousviolence and a low-to-moderate number of serious violentincidents is high level of seriousviolent incidents. The
categorieswere created to represent the distribution of serious violent incidents, and were constructed as follows: No incidents= 0 incidents; Low-to-moderate number of
incidents = 1 to 8 violent incidents; High number of violent incidents =9 or moreviolent incidents.

The comparison group is elementaryschools.
“The comparison group is city schools
SThe comparison group isstudents who live in low crime neighborhoods.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,School Survey on Cri?f aggj Safety(SSOCS),2000.
Py
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Summary and Discussion

Thepresence of violencein American schools continues
to beaconcern toeducators, students, parents, and the
public. During the 1999-2000 school year, 71 percent of
dl publicelementary and secondary school sexperienced
at least one violent incident at school. Public school
principals reported approximately 1,466,000 violent
incidentsthat occurred duringtheschool year. A smaller
percentage of schools, specifically 20 percent,
experiencedaseriousviolentincident duringthat school
year,which represents about 61,700i ncidents of serious
violenceoccurring in American public schools.

When examined individually,all of the characteristics
had some relationship to the prevalence of violence or
seriousviolence. Therefore, further analysisthat looked
at the relationships between these variables was
informative. While controlling for other factors, fewer
variables were related to whether or not a school
experienced violence or serious violence during the
1999-2000school year.

The school level and thelocation of theschool werethe
school demographiccharacteristicsthat wererelated to
the prevalence of violence after adjusting for all of the
other characteristics of schools. Middleand secondary
schoolsweremorelikelythan elementary schoolsto have
experienced a violent incident. Compared with city
schooals, urban fringe schools were morelikely to have
had at least one violent incident, while no differences
were detected among other locations whilecontrolling
for other factors.

The characteristic of the student population that was
related to the prevalence of violence at school, while
controlling for al other factors, was the percentage of
students who considered academic achievement to be
very important. This is consistent with the previous
research that suggests that there is a connection
between academic success and violence in schools
(Maguin and L oeber 1995; Verdugo and Schneider 1999;
Fleming et a. 2000).

The number of classroom changesthat aschool usedin
a typical school day was the only factor of school
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organization and management that was predictive of
violent incidentsat school duringthe1999-2000school
year. Whilecontrolling for other factors, asthe number
of daily classroom changes increased, the odds of
experiencing atleast oneviolentincident alsoincreased.

Previousstudieshavefound that disorder in schoolsis
related to the occurrence of more serious problems,
such asviolence(National Institute of Education 1978;
Welsh 2000). Some measures of disorder discussed in
this report were also related to violence and serious
violence. During 1999-2000, schools with higher
numbersof seriousdiscipline problemsand thosethat
had schoolwide disruptions were more likely also to
have experienced violence.

Although violent incidentsand seriousviolent incidents
are constructed using some of the same offenses, the
prevalenceof seriousviolencefocusesonthemost severe
and disruptivecrimescollectedin the 2000SSOCS While
someof thefactorsrelated tothe prevalence of violence
were aso related to the prevalence of serious violence,
some of thefactorsaredifferent.

Unlikethe prevalence of violent incidents, school level
was not a significant predictor of serious violent
incidents when controlling for all other factors.
However,the enrollment size of the school was related
to the prevalence of serious violence, but it was not
related to the prevalence of violence. Astheenrollment
size of a school increased, so did the likelihood of
experiencing aseriousviolent incident duringthe 1999-
2000 school year. In terms of the location of a schooal,
only urban fringeschool swerel esslikely than city schools
toexperienceaviolentincident, whilethisrelationship
was not evident for seriousviolent incidents. Only rural
schoolswere lesslikely than city schoolsto experience
any serious violent incidents at school for the 1999-
2000schaool year.

Although theimportance of academic achievementto
studentswas not related to seriousviolentincidentsas
it was to violent incidents, the percentage of male
enrollment was predictive of the prevalence of serious
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violencein schools. Consi stent with research that shows
that males are more likely to be both offenders and
victims (Farrington 1993; Daly 1994; DeVoe et al. 2002),
as the percentage of male students enrolled in schools
increased, so did thelikelihood of experiencing at least
one serious violent incident.

Unliketheprevalenceof violence, noneof thefactors of
school organization and management were related to
the presence of serious violent incidents during the
1999-2000school year.

Aswithviolentincidents,levelsof school disorder were
alsorelated tothe prevalenceof seriousviolentincidents.
The same factors of school disorder were predictive of
the presence of serious violence in schools as were
predictive of violent incidents. Asthe number of serious
discipline problems in schools increased, so did the
likelihood of experiencing serious violence during the
1999-2000 school year. Similarly, schools that
experienced at | east one schoolwide disruption during
the school year were also more likely to experience a
serious violent incident.

Any violence in American schools is a concern to
educators, policymakers, and parents. This report
examines not only those school sthat have experienced
any violence but also those schoolsthat have agreater
leve of violence. The analysis of theoverall violent and
seriousviolentincidentsrevea edthat asmall percentage
of schoolsaccounted for a disproportionate number of
incidents. In 1999-2000, 7 percent of schoolsaccounted
for 50 percent of the violent incidents, whilestill fewer,
2 percent of school s, had 50 percent of theseriousviolent
incidents. For this reason, it is important to consider
thetypes of schoolsthat create these clusters ofviolent
and serious violent incidents.

Some of the school demographic characteristicswere
related to schools that experienced a higher level of
violent incidents during the 1999-2000 school year. As
with previousstudiesof violenceand crime, elementary
schools experienced less violence than schools with
higher gradelevels. When compared to schoolswith no
violent incidents, schools with a high level of violence
were morelikely to be middle schools than elementary

schools. At the same time, secondary and combined
school swere morelikely than el ementary schoolsto have
a high level of violent incidents when compared to
schoolswith alow-to-moderate level of violence.

Consistent with theideaexpressed in previous research
that schools with more students provide a greater
opportunity for violence to occur, enroll ment size was
predictive of school sexperiencingahighleve of violence.
Asthe number of studentsin schools increased, so did
the likelihood of a high level of violence compared to
either schools with no violence or a low-to-moderate
level of violence.

The neighborhoods in which students live also were
related to thelevel of violencein schools. Studentswho
lived in neighborhoods with a high or mixed level of
crimewere morelikely than school swith studentswho
lived in neighborhoodswith alowlevel of crimeto have
ahigherleve of violencewhen compared to schoolswith
no violence or a low-to-moderate level of violent
incidents. Schoolswith ahighleve of violencewerea so
morelikelythan schoolswith alow-to-moderatelevel of
violence to have students from neighborhoods with a
moderate level of crime instead of low crime
neighborhoods.

During the 1999-2000 school year, none of the
characteristics of the student population provided a
significant contribution to the likelihood of reporting
ahighlevd of violencewhen compared to schoolswith
lesser levelsof violent incidents.

Aswiththepreval enceof violencein schools,the number
of classroom changesemployed duringatypical school
day was positivelyrelated to the schoolswith ahighlevel
of violent incidents. High violence schools had more
classroom changes per day than schoolswith either no
violence or a low-to-moderate number of violent
incidentsduring the1999-2000school year.

The measures of school disorder that were related to
experiencing any violent incidentswere also related to
highlevelsof violent incidents. Schoolswith ahighlevel
of violent incidents experienced moreseriousdiscipline
problems than schools with lesser levels of violence.
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Further, high violence schools were more likely than
schools that did not experience any violence to have
experienced a schoolwide disruption.

Althoughsomeof thesamemeasuresthat werepredictive
of high levels of violent incidents were also related to
high levels of serious violent incidents, many were not
thesame. For example, none of the school demographic
characteristics, with the exception of enrollment size,
wererelated toschool swith ahighleve of seriousviolence
when compared toschoolswith no seriousviolenceor a
low-to-moderatelevel of seriousviolence.

While none of the characteristics of the student
population were related to varying levels of violent
incidents, the percentage of students who were below
the 15t percentile on standardized testswas related to
high levels of seriousviolence. Compared with schools
that experienced no serious violence or a low-to-
moderate number of serious violent incidents, high
seriousviolent schoolsweremorelikely to have alarger
percentage of the student body below the 15* percentile
on standardized tests.

Although the number of classroom changeswas rel ated
to the different levels of violence at school, no such
differenceswere detected for serious violent incidents.
Instead, adifferent measureof the school organization
and management was related to the schools' leve of
seriousviolence. When compared with schoolswith no
serious violent incidents or alow-to-moderate leve of
seriousviolence,school swith ahigh number of incidents
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had alarger ratio of studentsto teachersin the 1999-
2000school year.

Finaly,the same measures of school disorder that were
predictive of the prevalence of violence and serious
violence and schools with high levels of violence were
alsorelatedto highlevelsof seriousviolent incidentsin
schools. Schoolswith ahighlevel of seriousviolencehad
more serious discipline problems when compared to
schoolswith no serious violence or alow-to-moderate
level of serious violent incidents. When compared to
schools with no serious violent incidents, high serious
violent incident schools also experienced more
schoolwide disruptions. In addition to these measures,
schools with a high level of serious violent incidents
werea so morelikelyto havestudentstransferred out of
theschool after the start of theschool year than schools
with no seriousviolent incidentsor alow-to-moderate
level of seriousviolence.

This report allows an initial examination of the
conditions of American public schools. Many schools
experienced at | east some violenceduring the1999-2000
school year. Theresults reported here providedatawith
which school principals, school officials, teachers,
policymakers, parents, and students can continue to
explorethe existence of violence in schools, and those
measures that are associated with its presence.
Researchers are encouraged to use the information
collected in the 2000 SSOCS to further analyze the
measuresof crime, violence,anddiscipline in the nation's
publicschoals.
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Technical Notes
and M ethodology

Purpose of the Survey

After the 1996-1997 FRSS Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence, NCES was
interested in designing a survey program that would
collect information related to crime and safety from
the school's perspective. Conducted by Westat in the
spring and summer of 2000, SSOCShasbecomeNCES's
primary source of school-level dataon crimeand safety.
SSOCS was sponsored by the Department of
Education's Office of Safeand Drug-Free Schools, and
will be conducted againinthespring of 2004. Thedata
used to produce this report are available at http://
nces.ed.gov/surveys/ssocs/.

SampleDesignand DataCollection

Thesamplefor SSOCSwasconstructed usingthe public
school universe file created as the frame for the 2000
Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS). The SASSfilewas
based on the 1997-98 NCES Common Core of Data
(CCD) Public School Universe File. Only the
approximately 81,000 regular schools in the 1997-98
CCD/SASS wereeligiblefor the study. The schools that
were not included as regular schools included special
education schools, alternative and vocational schools,
schools in theterritories, and schools that taught only
prelundergarten, kindergarten, or adult education.

Because alarge number of NCES surveys were in the
field during the1999-2000 school year, procedureswere
used to minimize overlap in the sampling. The NCES
surveys fielded concurrently with SSOCS included
National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),
Early Childhood Longitudinal Study-Kindergarten
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(ECLSK),Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS),and an
FRSS on teacher quality. The SASS frame was
constructed in order to minimize the overlap with
NAEP and ECLSK that werein thefield at the same
time. For SSOCS, the minimization algorithm involved
the derivation of a set of conditional selection
probabilities that were used in selecting the sample.

The sample was stratified by school level (elementary,
middle, secondary, and combined), type of locale (city,
urban fringe, town, and rural), enrollment size (under
300,300-499,500-999and 1,0000r more),and minority
status (lessthan 5 percent of the students were racial/
ethnic minoritiesor their minority statuswas unknown,
5to 19 percent, 20 to 49 percent, and 50 percent or
more). In addition, region (Northeast, Southeast,
Central,and West) was used asasorting variablein the
sample selection process to induce implicit
stratification. Moreinformation about the sample can
befoundinthe 2000 School Surveyon Crimeand Safety:
Detailed Data Documentation.

The sample was chosen to produce the following
alocation of schools, assuming a response rate of 90
percent: 750 elementary schools, 1,000 middle schools,
1,000secondary schools,and 250 combined schools. This
allocation was chosen to permit a relatively detailed
analysis of the three major levels (elementary, middle,
secondary), while still being reasonably efficient for
overall estimates. Within each of thefour broad school
level categories, the sample was allocated to substrata
defined by type of locale, enrollment size, and minority
statusin rough proportion totheaggregate square root
of the enrollment of schoolsin the stratum. The use of
the square root of enrollment to determine the sample



allocation is considered reasonably efficient for
estimating both school-level characteristics (e.g., the
number or percent of schools that reported a certain
typeof crime) and quantitative measures correlated with
enrollment (e.g., the number ofincidents or the number
of students in schools that reported a certain type of
crime).

Unit and Item Response Rates

Inlate March 2000, questionnaires were mailed to 3,366
school principals. The principal was asked to havethe
questionnaire completed by the person most
knowledgeable about the school's disciplinary actions,
and returned to Westat by April 17,2000. The principal
was asked to complete questions12 and 20 regardless
of who completed the rest of the questionnaire.
Telephone followup for nonresponseand data retrieval
began in late April. Almost all of the completed
guestionnaires were received by mail or fax, while a
small number of questionnaires were completed by
telephone. Data collection was ended on August 15
(after extending the datacollection period in order to
maximizethe response rate).

A total of 52 schoolsin the sample were determined to
beineligible, primarily by being alternative rather than
"regular” schools. Returned questionnaires were
reviewed for completeness, and data retrieval was
attempted on key items and school characteristics. At
theend of thedatacollection period, 111 questionnaires
wereexcluded because they had asubstantial amount of
missing data. Some additional questionnaires were
received after the end of data collection, and were
completeenoughto beincluded in thefinal datafile.

Atotal of 2,270 schoolscompl eted thesurvey.Thus, the
final unweighted response rate was 68.5percent (2,270
schools divided by the 3,314 eligible schools in the
sample). The weighted response rate was 70.0 percent.
Item response rates ranged from 33.0 percent to 100.0
percent, but typically were quite high (generally above
85 percent). Items with a response rate lower than
85 percent appear only on the restricted use data file,
and wereexcluded from this analysis.

Atotal of 123 itemsweredesignated askey items. These
wereitemsin questions2, 3, 9a, 10, 14, 15, 16 (columns
2-4),19, 21, 21 (columns1-3for all,and columns4-5for
rows a, b, ¢, and d), 24, 28, and 29. Any of these items
that had missing dataor datathat conflicted with other
responsesand that could not beimputed through logical
imputationweresent todataretrieval. If datacontinued
to bemissingafter dataretrieval ,then the missingvalues
were imputed. For most of the key data items, the
response rate was greater than 98 percent. Depending
on the type of data to be imputed and the extent of
missing values,logical imputation, poststratum means,
or hot-deck imputation methods were employed. For
three data items, imputation was done using
information from the1998-99 CCD file.

Ananalysiswas conducted of school level nonresponse
to determine the extent to which nonresponse might
bias the survey estimates. School level nonresponse
differed by the characteristics of theschool, and ranged
from response rates of 64 to 80 percent. Generdly, the
characteristics that were related to nonresponse inthe
SSOCS were also correlated with many of the school
characteristicvariablescollected in thesurvey (e.g. leve,
type of locale, enrollment size of school, region, pupil-
to-teacher ratio, minority status). Thissuggests that the
type of nonresponse adjustments used to weight the
SSOCS data may be effectivein reducing nonresponse
biases. Theweightswereal soadjusted basedonaCHAID
analysis to further reduce bias from nonresponse. A
comparison ofweighted estimatesusinginitial andfinal
weights revealed virtually no significant differences,
suggesting that the original nonresponse adjustments
wereaready highly effective. Theadjusted weightswere
nevertheless maintained based on the theoretical
likelihood that some estimates might be improved by
therevision to the weights.”

The following table provides some characteristics of
the respondents and nonrespondents from the 2000
SSOCS, aswdl asweighted and unweighted response
rates for each of the schools by the stratification
variables(tableE).

9For a more detailed analysisof the bias associated with nonresponse
on estimates from SSOCS, see appendix H of the 2000 School Survey on
Crime and Safety: Detailed Data Documentation.
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TableE.  Distribution of sample schools by response status and response rates by various school and district

characteristics: 1999-2000

Unweighted Weighted
Number of Number of Number responserate responserate
Characteristic Total nonrespondents respondents ineligible (percent) (percent)
Total 3,366 2,270 1,044 2 68.5 70.0
Level
Elementary M 565 266 10 68.0 69.0
Middle 1,131 749 368 14 67.1 69.7
Secondary 1,125 757 350 18 68.4 71.0
Combined 269 19 €0 10 76.8 79.6
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 439 315 9N 3 77.6 76.3
300499 639 466 166 7 737 70.9
500-999 1,325 905 413 7 68.7 67.5
1,000 or more 963 584 374 5 61.0 61.1
Region
Northeast 647 397 247 3 61.6 64.1
Southeast 772 548 212 12 721 74.0
Central 9304 668 218 18 754 771
West 1,043 657 367 19 64.2 643
Urbanicity
City 1,003 603 380 20 613 63.6
Urban fringe 1,228 810 407 n 66.6 67.5
Town 487 365 113 9 76.4 754
Rural 648 492 144 12 774 770
Percentminority
Less than 5 percentlmissing 780 597 167 16 781 778
5t0 19 percent 885 624 253 8 71.2 3
20to 49 percent 793 506 278 9 64.5 654
50 percent or more 908 543 346 19 61.1 64.6
Freelunch category
Missing 613 384 200 9 65.8 69.9
Less than 35 percent 1,797 1,251 535 " 70.0 70.6
3510 49.99 percent 366 247 116 3 68.0 69.9
50to 74.99 percent 381 256 12 3 67.7 707
75 percent or more 209 132 7 6 65.0 66.2

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000

Sour cesof Error and Statistical
AnalysisProcedures

Theaccuracy of any statistic isdetermined by the joint
effectsaf nonsampling and samplingerrors. Bothtypes
of error affect the estimates presented in this report.
Severa sources can contribute to nonsampling errors,
including errors resulting from nonresponse or
noncoverage, errorsassoci ated with reporting,and errors
madein the collectionaof the data. Nonsamplingerrors
may exist becausedf such problemsasthedifferencesin
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the respondents’ interpretation of the meaning of the
questions; the respondents not being able to obtain
theinformation necessary to answer the questions; the
respondents’ providinginaccurate estimatesfor other
reasons; misrecording of the responses; incorrect
editing, coding, and data entry; missed information
related to thetime the survey was conducted; or errors
in data preparation. To minimize the potential for
nonsampling errors, the questionnaire was tested in

two rounds of pilot tests with public school principals
like those who compl eted thesurvey. Duringthe design
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of the survey and the survey pilot tests, an effort was
made to check for consistency of interpretation of
questions and to eliminate ambiguous items. The
questionnaire and instructions were extensively
reviewed by external experts, the National Center for
Education Statistics, other membersaf the Department
of Education, and the Department of Justice.

Although nonsampling errorsdueto questionnaire and
item nonresponse can be reduced somewhat by the
adjustment of sample weights and imputation
procedures, correcting nonsampling errors or gauging
the effectsof these errorsisusually difficult.

In order to providea context to the estimates used for
anaysisinthisreport,it may be necessaryto understand
the population as a whole. For this reason, table F
provides the estimates of all schools and their
enrollmentsby dl o thevariablesused for analysis.

Standard Errors

The standard error is a measure o the variability of
estimatesdueto sampling. It indicatesthevariability of
a sample estimate that would be obtained from al
possible samples of a given.designand size. Standard
errors are used as a measure of the precision expected
from a particular sasmple. If dl possible samples were
surveyed under similar conditions, intervals of 1.96
standard errors below to 1.96 standard errors above a
particular statistic would include the true population
parameter being estimated in about 95 percent of the
samples. Thisis a 95 percent confidenceinterval. For
example, the estimated percentage of public schools
reporting they experiencedat least oneviolentincident
in 1999-2000is71 percent, and the estimated standard
error is1.4percent. The 95 percent confidenceinterval
for the statistic extends from [71-(1.4 times 1.96)] to
[71+ (1.4times1.96)] or from 68.3t0 73.7 percent.

Estimates of standard errors for this report were
computed using a technique known as a jackknife
replication method. Standard errors for all of the
estimates are presented in supplemental tables.

Statistical Tests

The comparisons in the text have been tested for
statistical significance to ensure that the differences
are larger than might be expected due to sampling
variations. Unlessotherwisenoted, dl statements cited
inthe report are statistically significant at the.05levd.
Severd test procedureswere used, depending upon the
type of data being analyzed and the nature of the
statement beingtested. Theprimary test procedure used
in this report was the Student's t statistic, which tests
the difference between two sample estimates, for
example, betweenelementary schoolsand high schoals.
Theformulausedto computethe tstatisticisasfollows.

E-E;

—_— 1)
~/sei+ se?

t=

where E, and E, are the estimates to be compared and
se, and se, are their corresponding standard errors.
Note that this formula isvalid only for independent
estimates. When the estimates are not independent
(for example, when comparingatotal percentagewith
that for asubgroup included in thetotal), acovariance
term (i.e, 2*se *se,) must be added to the denominator
of theformula:

E,.E,

=
\Jse® +se2 +2%se,* se,

@)

Oncethe tvalue wascomputed, it wascompared with
the published tables of valuesat certain critical levels,
called alpha levels. For this report, an alpha value of
0.05 was used, which hasat valueof 1.96. If the tvalue
was larger than 1.96, then the difference between the
two estimates was statistically significant at the
95 percent level.

While many descriptive comparisonsin thisreport were
tested using a t statistic, some comparisons among
categories of an ordered variable with three or more
levels involved a test for a linear trend across all
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TableF. Total enrollment as of October 1, by school characteristics: 1999-2000

Total enrollment

Number of schools (in thousands) Percent Mean per school
Standard Standard Standard Standard
School characteristic Estimate errors Estimate errors Percent errors Percent errors
Allpublicschools 82,000 0.0 46,600 332 100 00 5684 4.05
Level
Elementary 49,900 0.0 23,400 230 50 04 469.2 4.60
Middle 15,400 0.0 9,600 104 2 0.2 624.0 6.76
Secondary 11,900 1791 11,700 216 5 0.4 983.8 18.63
Combined 4,800 1791 1,910 17 4 02 395.6 20.66
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 20,100 4863 3,700 1M 8 03 186.0 543
300t0499 22,800 610.9 9,100 260 19 0.6 3971 321
500t0 999 30,400 614.6 20,600 427 4 08 6784 5.38
1,000 or more 8,700 2494 13,200 337 28 0.7 1,518.0 2754
Urbanicity
City 19,400 0.0 13,500 357 2 0.7 697.9 18.42
Urban fringe 26,400 0.0 18,300 276 39 0.6 694.7 10.45
Town 10,400 0.0 5,100 109 n 0.2 486.4 10.43
Rural 25,800 00 9,700 190 2 04 3753 738
Crime level where students live
High 5,600 5403 3,700 330 8 0.7 657.8 42.69
Moderate 14,300 9834 9,100 49 20 11 638.7 2205
Low 54,000 1183 28,300 603 61 12 5233 6.40
Mixed 7,900 563.5 5,400 290 12 0.6 680.4 3033
Percent minority enroliment*
0 to Spercent 24,600 12124 10,400 497 23 1.0 4229 9.66
6to 20 percent 18,200 898.4 10,600 417 3 09 580.0 15.48
21 to S0percent 16,500 8269 10,300 474 2 1.0 6254 14.33
More than 50 percent 21,600 973.6 14,800 519 32 1.1 6873 19.15
Percent of students eligible
for free/reduced pricelunch
0to 20 percent 23,000 1,009.3 15,000 568 32 12 650.5 15.60
21 to 50 percent 28,800 1,075.2 15,600 574 3 1.1 540.0 1347
More than 50 percent 30,100 1,165.0 16,000 582 A 13 5329 11.72
Percent ofstudentsbelow 15th
percentileon standardized tests
0 to Spercent 25,100 1,181.7 13,000 597 28 13 5193 15.62
610 15 percent 32,900 1,096.1 19,000 630 f 13 5784 13.39
More than 15percent 24,000 839.8 14,500 510 3 11 606.0 14.57
Percent of studentslikely
toattend college
Up to 35percent 24,700 11729 13,300 590 28 13 536.5 12.58
36to 60 percent 29,400 1,096.0 15,300 559 3 12 5213 9.75
More than 60 percent 27,900 9774 18,000 525 38 1.1 646.4 14.13
Percent of students
who consideracademic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 6,800 687.6 3,700 3n 8 08 5414 26.55
26to S0 percent 17,800 931.0 9,300 43 20 09 523.2 17.25
51to 75percent 26,500 1,100.2 14,900 574 32 12 564.5 14.03
More than 75 percent 30,900 1,094.7 18,700 574 40 1.2 603.6 12.36
See footnotes at end of table.
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TableF.  Total enroliment as of October 1, by school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Totalenrollment

Number of schools (inthousands) Percent Mean per school
Standard Standard Standard Standard
School characteristic Estimate errors Estimate errors Percent errors Percent errors
Percent male enroliment
Up to 44 percent 10,000 826.2 5,200 388 n 08 517.5 2612
45 to 55 percent 62,200 1,078.6 36,800 543 ] 11 5923 6.81
More than 55 percent 9,800 791.9 4,600 378 10 08 4683 2535
Student/teacherratio?
Less than 12:1 27,400 1,147.5 11,200 532 24 1.2 409.8 947
12:1t016:1 27,200 11147 16,500 583 35 13 607.2 1293
More than 16:1 23,200 914.3 16,600 662 36 13 716.1 17.56
Number of classroom changes'
0to 3 changes 22,100 1,053.4 10,500 178 3 12 4768 13.55
4to 6 changes 36,000 1,1211 21,500 554 46 1.2 596.9 10.82
More than 6 19,900 7213 12,300 553 26 09 618.7 1515
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 39,600 1,072.4 16,600 489 36 1.1 4204 722
No regular use 42,400 1,072.4 30,000 613 [ 11 706.6 10.51
Number of serious
disciplineproblem9
No problems 51,100 1143.7 26,500 570 57 1.2 519.7 6.26
1 problem 15,800 1064.7 9,300 47 20 1.1 588.1 18.70
2 problems 7,300 525.4 5,000 336 n 0.7 679.2 36.37
3 or more problems 7,800 476.3 5,800 363 12 08 7437 41.18
Transfers as percentage
of enrollment!
Up to 5 percent 19,500 1,176.0 11,100 598 5 13 568.4 2176
6t0 10 percent 17,900 1,016.1 9,500 472 21 1.0 528.7 1846
11 to 20 percent 18,800 925.0 10,200 541 23 1.2 541.7 14.85
More than 20 percent 22,700 1,207.6 13,600 670 31 1.5 599.1 16.38
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 68,300 726.8 36,700 51 2 09 537.6 4.64
Any disruptions 8,200 600.4 6,800 383 15 0.8 839.1 3749
Percent of students
absent without excuses
None 15,300 9323 6,800 419 15 09 4420 1371
1 or 2 percent 33,200 1,2174 17,200 606 37 1.3 5169 10.79
3to 5percent 21,300 984.0 13,000 591 28 13 609.2 16.90
61010 percent 8,500 5433 6,800 380 15 0.8 8043 3568
More than 10 percent 3,700 464.6 2,900 336 6 0.7 7771 4793
Prevalenceof violentincidents®
No violent incidents 23,400 1,121.5 10,300 566 2 12 4413 1438
Any violent incidents 58,500 1,121.5 36,300 61 78 12 619.3 7.14

‘Someschoolsare omitted from these categoriesbecauseof missingdata on their schoolcharacteristics. For this reason, the detailed resultsdo not sumto the totals.
Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividing the total number of students enrolled in the school by the total number of full-time equivalent teachers. The total number
of full-time equivalent teachers isa combination of the full-timeand part-time teachers, includingspecial education teachers, with anadjustmentto compensatefor the part-
timestatusof those teachers,

‘Serious discipline problems is a count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems include student racial tensions, student bullying, student
verbal abuse of teachers, widespread disorder in classrooms, and student acts of disrespect for teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problems occurred daily or
weekly in their school, each was counted once in the total number of serigus discipline problems. Undesirable gang activities, and undesirable cult or extremist group
activities were also counted once as a problem if the principal reported that these events occurred at all in their school.

‘Transfersasa percentageof enrollment combines the number of students who were transferred toa schooland the number of studentswho were transferred from a school,
divided by the total number of students enrolled in the school.

Violentincidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack or fight with or withouta weapon, threat of physical attack with or without a weapon, and
robbery with or without a weapon.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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categories, rather than aseriesof testsbetween pairsof
categories. In this report, when differences among
percentages were examined relative to a variable with
ordered categories, Analysisaof Variance (ANOVA) was
used to test for alinear relationship between the two
variables. Todothis, ANOVA model sincludedorthogonal
linear contrasts corresponding to successive levels of
the independent variable. These were used to create
mean squares for the within- and between-group
variance components and their corresponding F
statistics, which were then compared with published
valuesof Ffor asignificanceleve of .05. Significantvalues
of both theoverdl Fandthe Fassociated with thelinear
contrast term were required as evidence of a linear
relationship between the two variables.

Multivariate Analysis

A multivariate analysis is performed for two reasons.
Firsttoconfirmthe bivariate relationshipsfoundinthe
first part of thisreport,and second, to identify correl ates
related to the schoolswith ahigh volumeof incidents as
shown by the distribution of incidents in the hotbed
analysis. The bivariate relationships presented in the
Incidents ofViolencei n Public Schoolssection are the
simple relationshi ps between school characteristicsand
theprevalenceof violenceand seriousviolencein public
schools. To further examine these relationships,and to
addressthefact that school swere not randomly assigned
particular characteristics, a number of variables were
introduced into multivariate regression equation.
Without controlling for therelationships between these
characteristics, one might erroneously conclude that a
particular variablewasrelated to violencein schools. To
disentangle these interrelationships between school
characteristics and school violence four multivariate
regression equations are presented.

Thefirst two regression equationsin Influencesof School
Crime Characteristicson Violenceand SeriousViolence
examinetherel ationship between school characteristics
and the prevalence of violenceand serious violencein
public schools. A multivariate logistic regression was
used since the dependent variable had only two
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meaningful categories— aviolentincident at school and
no violent incidents at school. The logistic regression
eguation addresses the limited dependent variable by
conducting a logit transformation of the dependent
variable. In addition, the equation uses weighted data
and sampling design stratification variable. Using
sampling weights and the stratification variable
produces unbiased estimates and the correct
standard errors.

Odds ratios (computed €°) are obtained to estimate
the changein relative odds of a particular variable in
the logistic regression equation making the
coefficients easier to interpret. An odds ratio greater
than one indicates a greater likelihood of having the
characteristic than theomitted group, aratioequal to
oneindicatesno greater or lesser likelihood of having
thecharacteristic, and aratiolessthan oneindicates a
lower likelihood of having the characteristic compared
to the omitted value. Most statistical packages will
generate both the coefficientsand the oddsratios. For
example, intable A, middleschoolsare 2.28times more
likely to have a violent incident at school than
elementary schools, after simultaneously examining
the other factor in the regression equation. Another
way to state thisisthat middleschoolsare 128 percent
[computed (2.28-1)*100=(1.28)*100=128] more likely
than elementary schoolsto have aviolent incident in
1999-2000.

In order to address concerns about multicollinearity,
varianceinflaction factorsand acorrelation matrix were
run for thevariablesin theregression equations,and all
were within acceptable limits with the exception of
two variables. Specifically, all of the variables had a
variance inflation factor of less than three except for
transfersto and from school. These variables showed
marginal signs of multicollinearity with tolerances of
0.22 each, or variance inflation factors of 4.6. The
correlation matrix revealedthat thesetwovariablesare
correlated with one another at 0.87.

Theequationsin Correatesof Schools with Violent and
Serious Violent Incidents examine the relationship
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between school characteristics and schools with high
volumes of violence and serious violence. Asshown in
figures18and19,asmall percentagedf school saccounted
for alarge number of incidents nationally. To identify
the characteristics associated with these high volume
violent schools, multinomial logistic regression
equationswere used. The dependent variablewas coded
into three mutually exclusive groups— schoolswith no
violent incidents, schools with low-to-moderate
violence levels (1-59 violent incidents in 2000), and
schools that experienced high volumes of violent
incidentsin 1999-2000 (60 or more violent incidents).
The 60 incident cut-point was chosen since schoolsin
thiscategory account for 50 percent of dl school violence
in 2000 (figure18). Similarly, weclassifiedschoolsby the
number of serious violent incidents in 1999-2000:
schoolswith no serious violent incidents, schoolswith
1to8incidents, and schoolswith 9 or moreincidentsof
serious violent incidents. Once again, the high volume
cut-off point waschosen becauseit captures theschools
that account for 50 percent of the serious violencein
schools nationally.

Multinomial logistic regression comparesone category
to the other two categories. The regression equation
usesschoolswith alarge number of violent incidentsas
thereference category. Thisallowstheidentification of
the characteristics of those schools that account for a
relatively high volumeof violence. The coefficientsshow
the odds that a school experiences either [ow-to-
moderate violenceor noviolencerelativeto the oddsof
experiencing a high volume of violence. The same
analytical approach was taken for serious violence.
Schoolswith no seriousviolenceand schoolswith1t08
seriousviolent incidents were compared to schoolsthat
experienced 9 or moreseriousviolent incidents in 2000.

As with logistic regression, the coefficients are
transformed for easier interpretation. For multinomial
logistic regression, relative risk ratios (rrr) were used.
The rrr is interpreted as the odds that an event will
occur compared to the reference category, whileat the
same time controlling for the other response category.
For example, a unit change in percent males impacts
the odds that a school will have no violenceincidents
compared to having ahigh volume of violent incidents,

while controlling for schools that experienced low-to-
moderate violent incidentsin 2000.

Unlike the previous sections of this report, the
continuous variableswereused rather than the collapsed
variable whenever possible. It is possible that
relationships may vary between the bivariate and
multivariate analysisbecauseof thedifferencein coding.
For the multivariate regression equations, continuous
variables were used for enrollment size, percent
minorities, percent free/reduced-price lunch, below the
15* percentile, student/teacher ratio, classroom
changes, percent maleenrollment, percent of students
likely to attend college, percent of students likely to
consider academic achievement important, number of
serious discipline problems, number of schoolwide
disruptions, transfersto school during the school year,
transfers from school during theschool year,and percent
of students absent without excuses.

BiasAnalysis

Not all schools responded to every item used in the
multivariate analyses. In many cases, the missingdata
were imputed. Four variables in the report were not
imputed: percent minority enrollment, studentl
teacher ratio, number of classroom changes, transfers
asapercentage of student enrollment. Only thevariables
that were designed as key items for the purposes of
data collection wereimputed. When the missingitem
was not imputed the case was eliminated from the
multivariate analysis. The practice of dropping cases
(i.e., schools) that have at least one missing item
presentsthepotential problem of introducingbiasinto
the estimates. If certain schools were less likely to
respond to questions used in this analysis, this could
lead to biased or spuriousrelationships. For example, if
city schools were more likely than other schools to
experience violent incidents, and city schoolswerea so
more likely to have missing data, this could have an
impact onthemagnitudeand direction of relationships
between variables.

Toaddresstheissue of missing data, schoolseliminated

from the regression analyses because of missing data
were compared to schools used in the analyses.
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Specificaly,thegroupswerecompared based on fifteen
school characteristics:level,enrollment size, urbanicity,
percent below 15™ percentile on standardized test,
percent with limited English proficiency percent college
bound, percent who value academic achievement,
percent absent without an excuse, use of police on
campus, percent eligiblefor free lunch, percent male,
number of violent incidents, number of serious violent
incidents, prevalence of violence, and the prevalence of
seriousviolence.

Differences were detected in only two variables: level
and urbanicity, Elementary schoolswerelesslikely than
middle and secondary schools to have missing data.
City schools werelesslikely than rural schoolsto have
missing data. However, no differences were detected
in the number or prevalence of violence or serious
violence experienced by schools eliminated from the
analyses compared to those used in the analyses.
Therefore, itisnot likely that theelimination of schools
because of missing data had a significant impact on
multivariateresults.

DerivedVariables

Thenumber of classroomchangesvariablerepresents
the number of changes from one classroom to another
in a typical school day. Principals were instructed to
count going tolunch andthen returning to the sameor
different classroom as 2 classroom changes. They aso
were instructed not to count morning arrival or
afternoon departure asaclassroom change. If a school
reported more than 10 classroom changes, it appears
that they may havebeen doublecounting the number of
changesby counting both theclassthat thestudent lft.
and theclassthat thestudent entered. For the purposes
of analysis, the cases where the respondent reported
between 10 and 20 classroom changesweredivided by 2.
Thecaseswherethe respondent reported morethan 20
classroom changeswere set to missing.

The level variable was constructed from the Common
Core of Data (CCD). The CCD includes information
about the highest grade and lowest grade served by a
school. For thisanalysis,elementary schoolsarethosein
which the lowest grade is less than or equal to third
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grade,andthehighestgradeislessthan or equal toeighth
grade.Middleschoolsarethoseinwhich thelowestgrade
isgreater than or equal tofourth grade, and the highest
grade is less than or equal to ninth grade. Secondary
schoolswerethosethat had alowest gradegreater than
or equal to ninth grade, and ahighest grade of lessthan
or equal to twelfth grade. Combined schools included
thosewith alow gradelessthan or equal tothird grade
with a high grade of greater than eighth grade, or the
school had a highest grade of ninth gradewith alowest
grade greater than third grade.

The number of serious discipline problems variable
was derived by combining principals responsesto the
amount of thefollowingbehaviorsthat would constitute
aseriousproblem for theschool: student racial tensions,
student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers,
widespread disorder in classrooms, student acts of
disrespect for teachers, undesirable gang activities, and
undesirable cult or extremist group activities. If a
principal responded that student racial tensions,
student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers,
widespread disorder in classrooms, student acts of
disrespect for teachers occurredin theschool daily or at
least once a week, the problem was considered to bea
serious. If aprincipal responded that undesirable gang
activities or undesirable cult or extremist group
activities occurred at al, they were considered aserious
problem in the school. The number of behaviors was
added together to provide a count of the number of
serious discipline problemsin the school.

Theother incidentsvariableused to providean estimate
of the number and percent of schoolsthat experienced
such anincident at school was derived by including the
schoolsthat reported at | east one possession of afirearm
or explosivedevise, possession of aknifeor sharp object,
distributionof illegal drugs, possession or useof alcohol
orillegal drugs, sexua harassment, or vandalism.Inorder
to provide an estimate of the total number of other
incidents that occurred, all of the incidents reported
for each type of crime were combined. If arespondent
left the total number of any of the incidents missing,
the variable was imputed with the total number of the
incident that was reported to the police.
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The percent minority variable was derived from the
Common Coreof Data (CCD),and includes studentsin
thefollowingracia or ethnic groups. American Indian
or Alaska Native, Asian or Pacific Islander, Hispanic,
and Black, non-Hispanic.

Theseriousviolent incidentsvariable used to provide
an estimate of the number and percent of schoolsthat
had experienced such anincident at school wasderived
by including theschoolsthat reported atleast onerape,
sexua battery other than rape, physical attack or fight
with aweapon, threat of physical attack with aweapon,
robbery with a weapon, or robbery without a weapon.
In order to provide an estimate of the total number of
serious violent incidents that occurred, al of the
incidents reported for each type of crime were
combined. If arespondent left the total number of any
of the incidents missing, thevariablewasimputed with
the total number of the incident that was reported to
the police.

The student/teacher ratio variable was derived by
dividing the total number of studentsenrolled in the
school by the total number of full-time teachers. The
total number of full-time teachersis a combination of
the full-time and part-time teachers, including special
education teachers, with an adjustment tocompensate
for the part-time statusof thoseteachers.

The transfers as per centage of enrollment variable
wasderived by combiningthe number of students who
weretransferred toaschool and the number of students
whoweretransferred from aschool, and dividing by the
total number of studentsenrolledin the school.

The urbanicity variable was constructed from the
Common Core of Data (CCD). The CCD uses eight
different categories in describing the location of the
schools. Four categories wereincluded for the SSOCS
data by combining the categories from the CCD. City
schools were those in a central city of a metropolitan
statistical area, and included those schools located in
large or midsize cities from the CCD. Urban fringe
schoolswerelocated in any incorporated place, Census-
designated place, or non-placeterritorywithinaCMSA

or MSA of acity, and defined as urban by the Census
Bureau,andincluded those schoolslocatedintheurban
fringe of large or midsized cities from the CCD. Town
schoolswerelocated in any incorporated place, Census-
designated placewith apopul ation greater than or equal
to 2,500 and located outside a CMSA or MSA, and
included schoolsinlargeor small townsfromthe CCD.
Rural schools were ones in any incorporated place,
Census-designated place, or non-place territory
designated asrural by the Census Bureau, and included
schools outside of an MSA and rural, but inside of an
MSA from the CCD.

Theuseof paid law enfor cement variablewasderived
by including those schools that reported the use of paid
law enforcement or security servicesat any timeduring
school hours,whilestudentswerearriving or leaving, at
selected school activities, or at other times if the
description was consistent with regular use.

The violent incidents variable used to provide an
estimate of the number and percent of schoolsthat had
experienced such an incident was derived by including
theschoolsthat reported at | east onerape, sexual battery
other than rape, physical attack or fight with aweapon,
physical attack or fight without a weapon, threat of
physical attack with aweapon, threat of physical attacks
without a weapon, robbery with a weapon, or robbery
without a weapon. In order to provide an estimate of
thetotal number of violent incidentsthat occurred, all
of the incidents reported for each type of crime were
combined. If arespondent left thetotal number of any
of theincidents missing, thevariablewasimputed with
the total number of theincident that was reported to
the police.

Glossary of Terms
The following terms were defined on the survey
guestionnaire. Within the questionnaire, these terms

were underliried. Respondents were instructed to
consult the definitions for any underlined term.

At school/at your school —includeactivitieshappening
inschool buildings, on school grounds, on school buses,
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and at placesthat are holdingschool-sponsored events
or activities. Unless otherwise specified, only respond
for thosetimesthat were normal school hoursor school
activities/events were in session.

Cult or extremist group— agroupthat espousesradical
beliefs and practices, which may include a religious
component, that arewidely seen asthreateningthebasic
valuesand cultural normsaf society at large.

Firearm/explosive device— any weapon that is
designed to (or may readily be converted to) expd a
projectileby the action of an explosive. This includes
guns, bombs, grenades, mines, rockets, missiles, pipe
bombs, or similar devices designed to explode and
capabled causingbodily harm or property damage.

Gang— an ongoing loosely organized association of
three or more persons,whether formal or informal ,that
has a common name, signs, symbolsor colors, whose
members engage, either individually or collectively, in
violentor other formsof illegal behavior.

I ntimidation— to frighten, compel, or deter by actual
or implied threats. It includes bullying and sexual
harassment.

Physical attack or fight—an actual and intentional
touching or striking of another person against his or
her will, or theintentional causing of bodily harm toan
individual.

Rape—forcedsexual intercourse (vaginal,anal, or oral
penetration). Includes penetration from a foreign
object.
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Raobbery —thetaking or attempting totakeanything of
valuethat isowned by another person or organization,
under confrontational circumstances by forceor threat
of forceor violenceand/or by puttingthevictimin fear.

A key difference between robbery and theft/larceny is
that robbery involvesathreat or battery. .

Sexual battery — an incident that includesthreatened
rape, fondling,indecent liberties, child molestation, or
sodomy. Classification of these incidents should take
into consideration the age and developmentally
appropriate behavior of the offender(s).

Sexual harassment — unsolicited, offensive behavior
that inappropriately asserts sexuality over another
person. The behavior may be verbal or nonverbal.

Theft/larceny (taking things over $10 without
personal confrontation) — the unlawful taking of
another person's property without personal
confrontation, threat, violence, or bodily harm. I ncluded
are pocket picking, stealing purse or backpack (if left
unattended or noforcewasused to takeit from owner),
theft from abuilding,theft from amotor vehicleor motor
vehicleparts or accessories,theft of bicycles,theft from
vending machines, and al other typesdf thefts.

Vandalism —thewillful damageor destruction of school
property, including bombing, arson, graffiti, and other
actsthat causeproperty damage. | ncludesdamage caused
by computer hacking.

Weapon— any instrument or object used with the
intent to threaten, injure, or kill. Includeslook-alikesif
they are used to threaten others.



References

Addington, L.A., Ruddy, SA., Miller, AK., and DeVoe,
JF. (2002). Are Americas Schools Safe?Sudents Soeak
Out: 1999 School Crime Supplement (NCES2002-331).
U.S.Department of Education, NCES. Washington, DC:
U.S Government Printing Office.

Banks, R (1997). Bullying in Schools. Office of Educational
Research and Improvement. U.S. Department of
Education, ERIC. Washington, DC. U.S. Government
Printing Office.

Betts,JR.and Shkolnik JL.(1999). The Behavior Effects
of Variationsin ClassSize: The Case of Math Teachers.
Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis, 21,193-213.

Burquest, R, Farrell, G., and Pease, K. (1992). Lessons
from Schools. Palicing 8,148-155.

Cantor, D. and Wright, M.M. (2001). School Crime
Patterns. A National Profile ofthe U.S. PublicHigh Schools
Using RatesofCrime Reported to Pdlice U.S Department
of Education, Planning and Evaluation Service.
Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

Crossg, S, Burr, M., Cantor, D., Hagen, C,, Hantman, I.
(2001). Wide Scope, QuestionableQuality: Drug and
ViolencePrevention Effortsn American Schools. Report
on the Study on School Violenceand Prevention. US.
Department of Education, Planning and Evaluation
Service. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing
Office.

Daly, K. (1994). Gender, Crime, and Punishment. New
Haven, CT: Yde University Press.

DeVoe, JF., Peter, K, Kaufman, P, Ruddy, SA., Miller,
A K., Planty, M., Snyder, T.D., Duhart, D.T., and Rand,
M.R.(2002). Indicatorsof School Crimeand Safety: 2002.

U.S. Departments of Education and Justice (NCES
2003-009/NCJ 196753). Washington, DC: U.S.
Government Printing Office.

Elliott, D.S, Hamburg, B.A., and Williams, K.R. (1998).
"Violencein American Shools; An Overview." In Elliott,
D.S,Hamburg, BA.,andWilliams, K.R. (Eds.), Violence
in American Schools (pp.3-28). New York, NY:
Cambridge University Press.

Ellickson, P, Saner, H., & McGuigan, K.A. (1997).
Profiles of Violent Youth: Substance Use and Other
Concurrent Problems. American Journal of Public
Health,87(6), 985-991.

Farrell, G. and Sousa, W. (2001) "Repeat Victimization
and Hot Spots. The Overlap and Its Implications for
Crime Control and Problem-Oriented Policing." In
Farrell, G. and Pease, K. (Eds.), Repeat Victimization,
(pp. 221-240). Monsey,NY: Criminal Justice Press.

Farrington, D.P.(1993)." Understanding and Preventing
Bullying." Crime and Justice: An Annual Review of
Research,17,381-458.

Fleming, J., Barner, C., Hudson, B., Rosignon-
Carmouche, L. (2000). Anger, Violence, and Academic
Performance: A Study of Troubled Minority Y outh.
Urban Education,35(2), 174-204.

Furlong, M., Morrison, G.M and Dear, J.D. (1994).
AddressingSchool ViolenceasPart of Schools Educational
Mission. Preventing School Failure,38(3), 10-17.

Garofdo,J.,Siegd,L.,and Laub,J. (1987).School -rel ated
Victimizations Among Adolescents: An Analysis of
National Crime Survey Narratives. Journal of
QuantitativeCriminology, 3,321-338.

BESTCOPY AVAILABLE

03

(o]



Gottfredson, D. G. (2001). Schools and Delinquency
Cambridge, New Yok NY.

Gottfredson, G.D., & Gottfredson, D.G. (1985).
Victimizationin Schools.New Y ork: Plenum Press.

Hawkins, D. J.,, Farrington, D.P,, Catalano, R. (1998).
"Reducing Violence Through the Schools." In Elliott, D.
S., Hamburg, B. A.,and Williams, K. R. (Eds.). Violence
in American Schools (pp. 188-216). New York, NY:
Cambridge University Press.

Hawkins, D., Herrenkohl, T.I., Farrington, D.P., Brewer,
D., Catalano, RF.,, Harachi, T.W. and Cothern, L. (2000).
PredictorsofYouth Violence.Bulletin. U.S. Department
of Justice, Office of JuvenileJustice and Delinguency
Prevention. Washington, DC: U.S. Government
Printing Office.

Heaviside, S.,Rowand, C.,Williams, C,, Farris, E. (1998).
Violenceand DisciplineProblemsin U.S. Public Schools:
1996-97 (NCES 98-030). U.S. Department of
Education, NCES. Washington, DC: U.S Government
Printing Office.

Hellman, D.A.;Beaton, S (1986). The Pattern of Violence
in Urban Public Schools: The Influence of School and
Community. Journal of Research in Crime and
Ddinquency,23(2),102-127.

Hope, T. (1982). Burglaryin Schools: The Praospects for
Prevention,Research and Planning Unit Paper No. 11
London: Home Office.

Lindstrom, P. (1997). Patterns of School Crime: A
Replication and Empirical Extension. BritishJournal of
Criminology, 37(1),121-130.

Maguin, E., and Loeber, R. (1995). Academic
Performance and Delinquency. Crime and Justice: An
Annual Review of Research, 20,145-264.

Marans,S.,and Shaefer,M. (1998)." Community Policing,
Schools, and Mental Health: The Challenge of
Collaboration." In Elliott, D.S., Hamburg, B.A., and
Williams,K R. (Eds.). Wolencein American Schools(pp.
31-54). New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

McCarthy, J.D., & Hoge, D.R. (1987). The Social
Construction of School Punishment: Racial
Disadvantage Out of Universalistic Process. Social
Forces 65,1101-1120.

McDermott, M.J.(1983). Crimein the School and inthe
Community: Offenders, Victims and Fearful Y ouths.
Crime& Ddlinquency,29,270-282.

McFadden, A.C, Marsh, G. E, Price, B. J., & Hwang Y.
(1992). A Study of Race and Gender Bias in the
Punishment of School Children. Education and
Treatment of Children,15,140-146.

Menacker, J., and Weldon, W. (1990). Community
Influences on School Crime and Violence. Urban
Education, 25(1), 68-80.

National Institute of Education, U.S Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare. (1978). Wolent Schools-
SafeSchools TheSafeSchool Sudy ReporttotheCongress
Washington, DC. U.S. Government Printing Office.

Petersen, G.J, Beekley, C.Z., Speaker, K.M. (1998).The
Enemy Within: A National Study of School Violence
and Prevention. Urban Education, 33,331-359.

Rice, JK. (1999). The Impact of Class Size on
Instructional Strategies and Useof Timein High School
Mathematics and Science Courses. Educational
Evaluationand Policy Analysis, 21, 215-229.

Sherman, LW., Gartin, PR, and Buerger, M.E. (1989).
Hot Spots of Predatory Crime: Routine Activities and
theCriminology of Place. Criminology, 27, 27-55.

Verdugo,RR.,and Schneider,JM. (1999). Quality Schools,
Safe Schools: A Theoretical and Empirical Discussion.
Educationand Urban Society, 31(3), 286-307.

Wasserman, GA., Keenan, K., Tremblay,R.E., Coie,JD.,
Herrenkohl, T.l., Loeber, R, Petechuk, D. (2003). Risk
and Protective Factorsof Child Ddlinquency.Bulletin, U.S.
Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention. Washington, DC: U.S.
Government Printing Office.

Welsh, W. (2000). "The Effects of School Climate on
School Disorder." The Annalsofthe American Academy
of Political and Sodal Science, 567, 88-107.

59

50 | Violence in U.S. Public Schools: 2000 School Survey on Crime and Safety




Tablesof Estimates

BESTCOPY AVAILABLE




4]

A13jeS puB WD UO A3AINS JOOYDS 0O0T :S|OOYIS d1|qNd *S'N Ul IIUI[OIA

Tablel. Number and percentageof public schoolswith violent and other incidents, by school characteristics: 1999-2000
Violent incidents* Serious violent incidents? Theft Otherincidents®
Number of Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 58,549 n 1,466,395 16,177 20 60,719 37,381 46 217,875 59,583 73 575,018
Level
Elementary 30,500 61 717,358 7193 1 22978 15,111 30 42,179 30,932 (4 167,369
Middle 13,457 87 441,297 4,526 29 18,172 9,931 65 62,671 13,653 89 170,059
Secondary 10,880 92 261,412 3,466 2 15,178 9,422 M 100,482 10,994 a3 203,770
Combined 3,712 77 46,328 293 21 4,390 2917 60 12,543 4,005 83 33,820
Enrollment size
Less than 300 12,207 61 115,436 1,992 10 6,870 6,633 33 21,900 12,145 60 53,383
300t0499 15,559 68 301,146 3,591 16 9,488 9,106 40 34,628 15,017 66 102,131
500 to 999 23,020 76 755,094 7,441 25 27,535 15,341 51 73,631 24337 80 228,160
1,000 or more 7,763 89 294,718 3,153 36 16,825 6,301 2 87,715 8,084 93 191,345
Urbanicity
City 14,967 77 494,019 5,300 27 22,125 10,188 3 67,439 15,555 80 182,236
Urban fringe 17,790 67 453,041 5,825 2 22989 11,579 4 82,143 18,098 (2] 201,787
Town 7,682 74 221,285 2,082 20 7,058 4,794 46 22,968 7837 75 64,314
Rural 18,110 70 298,050 2970 12 9,547 10,819 2 45,324 18,093 70 126,681
Crimelevel where studentslive
High 4,648 84 300,280 2,083 38 12,007 3,354 60 16,929 4,463 80 58,694
Moderate 10,456 73 379,520 3,508 25 14,766 6,964 49 41,351 11,149 78 132,918
Low 36,969 68 598,960 8,584 16 21,865 22,514 2 122,612 37,010 28] 292,236
Mixed 6,275 N 182,137 1,962 5 11,693 4,434 56 35915 6,729 8 87,882
Percent minority enroliment’
0to 5 percent 17,241 70 261,180 3,387 14 8,014 10,703 4 49,424 17,249 70 128,349
6to 20 percent 12,585 69 284,601 3,575 2 12,073 8,01 4 54,008 12,358 68 129,676
21 to 50 percent 11,680 7 338,833 3,493 2 18,151 7443 45 47,866 12,843 78 140,074
More than 50 percent 16,034 74 560,354 5,627 26 21,855 10,586 49 64,067 16,290 76 170,405
Percent of students eligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0 to 20 percent 15,672 68 288,327 3,729 16 1,170 10,682 46 74,569 15,855 28] 159,995
21 to 50 percent 20,466 n 499,769 5,328 18 18,534 13,628 47 84417 21,218 74 217,217
More than 50 percent 22410 74 678,299 7,120 24 31,015 13,071 43 58,889 22,51 7 197,807

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 1.

Number and percentage of public schools with violent and other incidents, by school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Violent incidents® Seriousviolent incidents? Theft Other incidents?
Number of  Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof, Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percentof studentsbelow 15th
percentile on standardizedtests
0 to 5percent 16,163 &4 273,569 3,478 14 7,880 9,915 40 55,023 16,596 66 121,494
6to 15percent 23,956 73 509,464 6,296 19 22,642 15,067 46 91,168 24,300 74 238,900
More than 15 percent 18,430 77 683,362 6,403 27 30,197 12,399 2 71,684 18,688 78 214,624
Percentof students likely
toattend college
Up to 35percent 19,127 77 593,310 5,663 3 23,625 11,960 48 56,550 19,127 77 184,855
361to 60 percent 20,955 il 534,695 5718 19 23,697 12,642 43 68,453 21,689 74 193,527
More than 60 percent 18,466 66 338,390 4,7% 17 13,396 12,780 46 92,872 18,767 67 196,636
Percentof students
who consider academic
achievement important
Up to 25percent 5,661 8B 158,874 1,484 2 8,649 3,928 58 20,800 5,828 86 55,698
260 50 percent 14,797 8 380,803 4,796 2z 20,193 9,641 4 54,042 14,348 81 156,553
51 to 75 percent 18,461 70 506,405 4845 18 15,914 11,827 45 69,147 19,657 74 194,210
More than 75 percent 19,630 63 420,313 5,052 16 15,963 11,986 39 73,886 19,751 7] 168,557
Percent maleenrollment
Up to 44 percent 6,831 52] 180,326 1,448 15 6,418 4,387 4 18,181 6,572 66 52,043
45to 55percent 45,584 73 1,178,775 13,168 21 47,133 2937 47 182,647 46,873 Vi) 475,691
More than 55 percent 6,134 a3 107,294 1,561 16 7,167 3.624 37 17,047 6,139 a3 47,285
Student/teacher ratio**
Less than 12:1 18,683 68 371,508 4335 16 13,319 11,420 42 57,226 19,946 3 152,756
12:1t016:1 19,421 2 520,798 5313 20 22334 13,241 49 74,285 19,155 7 202,869
More than 16:1 18,087 78 510,419 5,797 5 22,988 11,315 49 78,240 18,199 78 196,236
Number of classroom changes'
0 to 3 changes 12,713 58 258,202 3,027 14 10,156 6,672 30 18,611 13,390 61 67,706
410 6changes 26,234 73 703,346 7492 2 27,989 15,962 4 101,765 25,909 2 283,807
More than 6 16,379 & 436,091 4,722 24 18,643 12,269 & 83,344 17,168 86 188,593
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 24,435 62 405,379 5,126 13 13,541 12,345 31 40,882 24283 61 125,227
No regular use 34,114 80 1,061,016 11,051 26 47177 25,036 9 176,993 35,300 a3 449,791

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table1. Number and percentageof public schools with violent and other incidents, by school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Violent incidents?® Serious violent incidents? Theft Other incidents®
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
disciplineproblems®
No problems 32,666 o4 464,490 6,720 3 16279 18,851 37 81,450 33,836 b 220,984
1 problem 12,829 81 379,752 3,904 25 16,476 8418 3 51,201 12,227 77 129,157
2 problems 6,106 % 246,748 2,872 39 13,331 4,654 (7 35,354 6,529 89 87,481
3 or more problems 6,947 89 375,405 2,681 R’} 14,632 5458 70 49,870 6,991 €N 137,395
Transfersas percentage
of enrollment’
Up to 5 percent 12,909 66 205,576 3331 17 11,734 9,261 47 54,149 12,987 66 117,743
6to 10 percent 12,099 68 210,032 3,108 17 10,881 8,147 46 45,719 12,489 70 102,882
11to 20 percent 14,202 i) 321,003 4214 22 12,855 8,301 4 51,947 14,063 7 137,607
More than 20 percent 17,218 76 656,110 4,989 2 22,362 10,577 47 59,169 17,599 78 190,223
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 47,883 70 1,148,135 12,251 18 39,575 29,882 4 159,063 48,521 n 422,548
Any disruptions 7,346 90 236,474 3,002 37 17,098 5289 65 47,659 7,309 P0 114,997
Percent of students
absent without excuses
None 8,426 55 142,025 1,950 13 4,563 4,768 3 22,048 8,397 55 58,089
1 or 2 percent 24,183 73 490,743 5517 17 18,798 14,112 92 71,852 24,386 73 191,815
3to 5 percent 15,890 75 446,446 4,465 2 14,397 11,063 2 65,889 16,638 78 169,593
6to 10 percent 7,144 85 262,586 3,139 37 17,025 5464 65 44921 7469 8 104,873
More than 10 percent 2,905 78 124,595 1,105 30 5,936 1,974 3 13,165 2,693 72 50,648

‘Violent incidents include rape, sexual batteryother than rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack with or without a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

Serious violent incidents include rape, sexual battery other than rape, physicalattack or fight with a weapon, threat of physical attack with a weapon, and robbery with or without a weapon.

‘Other incidents include possession of a firearm or explosive device, possession of a knife or sharp object, distribution of illegal drugs, possession or use of alcohol or illegal drugs, sexual harassment, or vandalism.

‘Some schoolsare omitted from these categoriesbecause of missing data on their school characteristics. For this reason, the detailed resultsdo not sum to the totals.

*Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividing the total number of students enrolled in the school by the total number of full-time equivalent teachers. The total number of full-time equivalent teachersis a combination of the full-time
and part-time teachers, includingspecial education teachers, with an adjustment to compensatefor part-timestatus.

Serious discipline problems isa count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems include student racial tensions, student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers, widespreaddisorder in classrooms, and
student acts of disrespectfor teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problems occurred daily or weeklyin their school, each was counted oncein the total number of seriousdiscipline problems. Undesirable gangactivities, and
undesirable cult or extremist group activities were also counted once as a problem if the principal reported that these eventsoccurred at all in their school.

Transfers as a percentage of enrollment combines the number of students who were transferred to a schooland the number of students who were transferred from a school, divided by the total number of students enrolled i n the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.




J18VYIVAV AdOO 1839

57

i sajewysy Jo sa|ge)

SS |

Table2. Numberand percentageof public schoolswith violentand other incidentsreported to police, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000

Violent incidents* Serious violent incidents? Theft Other incidents?
Number of  Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 294N 36 256,876 12115 15 34,281 23,359 2 105,475 42,664 2 293,984
Level
Elementary 10,020 20 48,057 4,189 8 9,205 7,680 15 15,456 18,078 36 67,049
Middle 8,543 56 81,401 3,821 25 10,812 6,166 40 26,514 11,246 73 75,317
Secondary 8,445 n 116,407 3322 28 12,672 7,543 &4 58,471 10,145 8 137,137
Combined 2,463 51 10,972 783 16 1,592 1,970 1 5,034 3,195 6 14,481
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 4,008 20 13,181 1,3% 7 2,532 3483 17 8310 7,176 36 17
30010499 6,622 2 27255 2,225 10 5,348 5136 3 13,043 10,252 45 43,244
500 to 999 12,738 LY 108,251 5,543 18 1394 9,640 R 32423 17,652 58 103,252
1,000 or more 6,104 0 108,189 2,951 # 12,460 5,101 ] 50,799 7.583 87 126,318
Urbanicity
City 8,608 4 106,528 4,072 21 15,501 6,639 34 35,461 11,782 61 108,147
Urban fringe 9,339 35 89,107 4370 17 11,954 7421 28 38,978 13,016 49 100,492
Town 4170 40 26,007 1431 14 2,765 3,159 30 11,880 5,778 55 29,751
Rural 7,354 2 35,235 2,242 9 4,061 6,140 24 19,155 12,088 47 55,594
Crimelevel where studentslive
High 3,294 ] 41,805 1,708 3 6,476 2,380 43 8,654 3,806 52) 35,608
Moderate 5689 40 58,162 2,583 18 8,695 4,090 P 18,351 7873 55 63,153
Low 16,733 3 110,692 6,028 1 12,432 14,225 26 62,301 25,498 47 147,123
Mixed 3,629 46 42914 1,756 2 6,290 2,599 3 15,382 5287 67 45,544
Percentminorityenroliment'
0 to 5 percent 7330 30 34,847 2177 9 4,316 6,364 26 20,084 11,199 46 54,841
6 to 20 percent 6,268 # 50,857 2,539 14 5,646 5315 29 28,999 9,441 2 65,753
21to 50 percent 6,269 38 64,614 2,821 17 8,262 4,463 2z 23,702 9,522 58 71,564
More than 50 percent 9,172 43 102,236 4,525 2 15,861 6,820 R 30,908 11,952 55 98,448
Percentof students eligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 8,256 36 68,581 2823 12 7327 7,079 31 38,898 11,976 2 87,718
21to 50 percent 9,800 £ 88,215 3,952 14 10,273 821 28 38,810 15,097 2 102,450
More than 50 percent 11,415 38 100,081 5,340 18 16,680 8,070 27 27,766 15,591 2 103,816

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table2. Number and percentageof public schoolswith violent and other incidentsreported to police, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Violent incidents* Seriousviolent incidents? Theft Other incidents®
Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percent ofstudentsbelow 15th
percentileon standardizedtests
0to 5 percent 7,231 2 49,723 2,378 9 4,197 5,961 24 25,750 111N 45 61,444
61015 percent 11,781 36 104,786 4,543 14 13,066 9,006 27 46,021 16,686 51 120,542
More than 15 percent 10,459 4 102,367 5,194 2 17,019 8,392 35 33,704 14,787 (5] 111,998
Percent of studentslikely
toattendcollege
Up to 35 percent 10,646 3 94,040 4,427 18 12,479 7,164 P 25,350 14,139 57 95,089
36to 60 percent 9,997 # 87,119 3,865 13 11,950 7,974 2z 31,586 15,122 51 98,236
More than 60 percent 8,828 32 75,718 3,823 14 9,852 8221 30 48,538 13,403 48 100,659
Percentofstudents
who consider academic
achievementimportant
Up to 25percent 3,306 49 29,669 1,133 17 3,743 2,533 37 9,007 4,499 66 28,756
26to 50 percent 7,605 43 61,092 3,718 2 10,722 6,068 A 23,499 10,350 58 76,350
51 to 75 percent 9,431 36 92,107 3,410 13 9,994 7,404 2 34,390 13,952 3 101,879
More than 75 percent 9,130 30 74,008 3,854 13 9,821 7354 24 38,579 13,862 45 86,999
Percentmaleenrollment
Up to 44 percent 3417 B2} 22,639 1,248 13 3,021 2,246 3 7957 5117 51 28,542
45to0 55percent 23,199 37 212,694 9,645 16 27,072 18,529 30 88,302 33,359 4 239,225
More than 55 percent 2,855 P 21,543 1,222 13 4,188 2,584 26 9,215 4,188 43 26,217
Student/teacher ratio*®
Less than 12:1 9,079 33 68,299 3330 12 7121 6,727 5 25,877 13,395 49 69,264
12:1t0 16:1 9,900 36 86,194 3,641 13 10,633 8,206 30 37,490 14,304 3 103,579
More than 16:1 9,334 40 89,174 4,649 20 14,565 7,669 33 38,926 13,188 57 108,849
Number of classroom change9
0 to 3changes 4,998 3 30,133 1,971 9 4,229 4,258 19 9,211 8,252 37 32,951
410 6 changes 12,514 35 112,535 5,345 15 15,393 9,677 2z 51,334 18,597 R 146,002
More than 6 9,947 50 96,725 4,055 20 12,333 7,664 39 37,750 13,270 67 96,935
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 7478 19 21,161 3,103 8 6,288 5,985 15 12,559 14,242 36 40,122
No regular use 21,994 52 235,715 9,012 2 27,993 17,375 L 92,916 28422 67 25,863

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table3. Number and percentageof public schools with physical assaults, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000

Physical attacklfight
Rape or attempted rape Sexual battery other than rape Physicalattack or fight with aweapon withoutaweapon
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Allpublicschools 540 1 628 2,030 2 4,246 4,261 5 11,982 52,190 (2} 806,784
Level
Elementary — — 0 520 1 650 1,846 4 5,666 26299 3 390,620
Middle 126 1 143 582 4 114 1,150 7 3,779 12,231 P, ] 247,198
Secondary 329 3 360 739 6 2022 1,139 10 2377 10,299 87 147,016
Combined 85 2 125 190 4 333 127 3 159 3,361 0 21,950
Enrolimentsize
Less than 300 — — 0 255 1 340 39 2 479 10,530 R 61,121
300t0499 8 0 146 305 1 338 955 4 1,899 13,931 61 153,125
500 t0 999 152 1 152 758 2 1,273 1,892 6 6,610 20,536 68 419,483
1,000 or more 29 3 330 712 8 2,295 1,022 12 2,994 7,193 173,055
Urbanicity
City 137 1 149 1,064 5 2,783 1,532 8 3,399 13,445 i) 277,599
Urban fringe 281 1 318 564 2 961 1,427 5 3,597 15,583 59 234,529
Town & 1 () 119 1 145 489 5 2,635 7,147 68 132,094
Rural — — 98 283 1 356 813 3 2,351 16,015 (v 162,562
Crime level where studentslive
High — — 2 32 6 561 591 i 993 4,039 73 159,437
Moderate 95 1 107 536 4 1,001 1,235 9 2,819 9,340 66 206,773
Low 283 1 347 903 2 1179 1,699 3 4,426 33,058 61 335,972
Mixed 115 1 127 270 3 1,504 705 9 3,580 5,565 0 100,174
CPercent minorityenrollment?
~. 3 0to5percent 130 1 187 197 1 217 636 3 1,382 15,292 a2 150,658
610 20 percent 8 0 9% 378 2 620 728 4 1,718 11,694 o4 155,034
21to 50 percent 160 1 160 488 3 1,661 1,207 7 5,038 10,401 3 172,037
More than 50 percent 162 1 186 957 4 1,728 1,690 8 3844 13,892 4 319,065
Percent of studentseligible
for free/reduced-pricelunch
0to 20 percent 166 1 191 454 2 1,600 924 4 1,269 13,973 61 154,335
21to 50 percent 206 - 1 246 602 2 957 1,506 5 5,198 18,599 &4 264,460
More than 50 percent 167 1 191 974 3 1,689 1,831 6 5,515 19,619 65 387,990

See footnotesat end of table.
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Table3. Number and percentageof public schools with physical assaults, by selected school characteristics: 1999—2000--Continued
Physical attacklfight
Rape or attempted rape Sexual battery other than rape Physical attack or fight with a weapon without a weapon
Nurnberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Nurnberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percent of students below 75th
percentile on standardizedtests
0to Spercent 99 0 9 N 1 357 666 3 838 14,316 57 160,797
610 15 percent 23 1 25 643 2 2,095 1,562 5,482 21,647 66 265,990
More than 15 percent 210 1 274 1,116 5 1,794 2,033 5,662 16,227 (3] 379,997
Percent of students likely
toattendcollege
Up to 35 percent 125 1 132 760 3 1413 1AM 6 2,497 16,940 (7 326,636
3610 60 percent 222 1 261 782 3 2121 1,773 6 7425 19,088 65 288,964
More than 60 percent 193 1 235 487 2 m 1,077 4 2,060 16,161 58 191,184
Percent of students
who consider academic
achievement important
Up to 25 percent — — 9 160 2 298 475 7 1,714 5274 78 83,477
260 50 percent 133 1 133 746 4 1,258 940 5 2427 12,886 72 194,257
51to 75 percent 199 1 276 588 2 1,906 1,638 6 3,744 16,782 63 294,945
More than 75 percent 199 1 21 536 2 784 1,208 4 4,097 17,248 56 234,105
Percentmaleenrollment
Up to 44 percent 52 1 2 445 4 564 317 3 1,062 6,188 & 102,306
45to0 55percent 430 1 479 1,428 2 3,496 3,346 5 10,148 40,685 65 645,059
More than 55 percent — — 98 158 2 185 598 6 772 5318 &) 59,419
Student/teacher ratio'?
Lessthan 12:1 133 0 190 687 3 968 1,002 2,390 16,329 60 213,001
12:1t016:1 162 1 186 588 2 1,096 1,479 6,122 17,347 (] 274,896
More than 16:1 195 1 202 698 3 2,115 1,628 7 3,083 16,295 70 279,884
Number of classroom changes?
0 to 3changes f 0 49 154 1 7 792 4 3,987 11,075 50 152,439
4 to 6 changes 193 1 21 956 3 2,579 1,809 5 4,417 23,330 65 363,385
More than 6 222 1 285 868 4 1,392 1,455 7 3,118 14,813 i 253,109
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use — — AN 485 1 (Y] 1,553 4 4,950 21,264 4 219,369
No regular use 509 1 598 1,545 4 3,605 2,708 6 7,032 30,926 73 587,415

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table3. Numberand percentageof public schools with physical assaults, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Physical attack/fight
Rape or attempted rape Sexual battery other than rape Physicalattack or fight with a weapon withouta weapon
Number of ~ Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Nurnberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
discipline problems™?
No problems 201 0 265 818 2 962 1,412 3 2,661 28,671 56 269,817
1 problem 149 1 161 407 3 1,529 1,057 7 3,832 11,666 74 200,395
2 problems (% 1 67 326 4 600 1,040 14 4,269 5423 74 138,973
3 or more problems 123 2 135 479 6 1,134 752 10 1,219 6,430 8 197,600
Transfers as percentage
of enroliment'4
Up to 5 percent 66 0 66 361 2 418 924 5 39 11,298 58 110,526
610 10 percent 13 1 3 216 1 398 866 5 1,697 10,702 &0 113,353
11to 20 percent 176 1 193 684 4 1,298 858 5 1,528 12,732 68 164,229
More than 20 percent 122 1 186 662 3 1,992 1,361 6 4,333 15,440 68 376,916
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 337 0 376 1,403 2 2,363 3,315 5 8,141 42,426 (V] 635,470
Any disruptions 180 2 217 423 5 1,598 812 10 2,467 6,722 1$9] 127,520
Percentof students
absent without excuses
None — — * 2 0 8 551 4 1,059 7,318 48 81,324
1 or 2 percent 134 0 174 553 2 M9 1,435 4 5,156 21,449 65 273,356
3to 5 percent 128 1 146 611 3 998 1,191 6 3,507 14,428 68 248,976
6t0 10 percent 183 2 202 620 7 1,829 84 10 1,785 6,562 78 142,427
More than 10 percent 61 2 73 174 5 381 249 7 474 2433 65 60,701

—Too few cases to report.

‘Detail may not sum to totals because of missing cases.

Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividingthe total number of studentsenrolled in the school by the total number of full-time equivalent teachers. The total number of full-time equivalent teachersisa combination of the full-time
and part-time teachers, including special education teachers, with an adjustment to compensatefor part-time status.

3erious discipline problems is a count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems include student racial tensions, student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers, widespread disorder in classrooms, and
student acts of disrespect for teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problems occurred daily or weeklyin their school, each was counted once in the total number of seriousdiscipline problems. Undesirable gang activities, and
undesirable cult or extremist group activitieswere also counted once asa problem if the principal reported that these events occurred at all in their school.

“Transfers as a percentageof enrollment combines the number of students who were transferred to a schooland the number of students who were transferred from a school, divided by the total number of students enrolled in the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School Survey on Crime and Safely {§50CS), 2000




Table4. Number and percentage of public schools with threats of physical attack and robbery, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000

Threat of attack with a weapon Threat of attack without a weapon Robbery with a weapon Robbery without a weapon
Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
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School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 9,102 n 21,061 42,823 2 598,892 375 0 2,662 4,380 5 20,140
Level
Elementary 4,456 9 9,125 21,246 3 303,760 — — 8 1,521 3 7,449
Middle 2571 17 6,552 10,286 6/ 175,927 70 0 8 1,255 8 6,474
Secondary 1,707 14 4,695 8,580 72 99,217 163 1 359 1,212 10 5,265
Combined 368 8 690 271 56 19,988 — — 2131 392 8 952
Enrolimentsize
Less than 300 1,217 6 2123 8,521 2 47445 147 1 2,225 487 1,703
300t0499 1,755 8 3,492 11,086 49 138,534 — — 8 836 3,526
500to 999 4,582 15 11,087 17,079 56 308,076 3 0 46 1,857 8,367
1,000 or more 1,549 18 4,359 6,137 7 104,838 105 1 302 1,200 1" 6,545
Urbanicity
City 2,748 1 7,710 11,177 58 194,296 244 1 391 1,890 10 7,692
Urban fringe 3415 13 7,472 12,917 49 196,523 a3 0 2,212 1472 6 7,430
Town 1,386 13 3,232 5,907 57 82,133 — — 24 291 3 958
Rural 1,554 6 2,647 12,822 50 125,940 — — 35 727 3 4,060
Crimelevel where students live -
High 1,067 19 4,268 3,956 n 128,836 179 3 2,360 874 16 3,797
Moderate 1,869 13 3,937 7,590 53 157,982 3 0 84 1,039 7 6,817
Low 5116 9 9,814 26,466 49 241,123 4 0 76 1,772 3 6,023
Mixed 1,032 13 2,949 4,713 60 70,270 — — 142 666 8 3,390
Percent minority enrollment?
0 to 5 percent 2,022 8 3,879 13,423 55 102,507 — — 0 830 3 2,349
6to 20 percent 2178 12 5,652 8,688 48 117,494 31 0 51 547 3 3,937
21 to 50 percent 1,785 n 3,219 8,426 51 148,645 3 — 2141 1,043 6 5933
More than 50 percent 3,094 14 8,278 11,484 53 219,433 280 1 470 1,889 9 7,349
Percent of students eligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 2,193 10 5178 11,589 50 122,822 0 51 804 3 2,881
21 to 50 percent 3,043 1 6,148 15,436 4 216,775 0 150 1,283 4 5836
More than 50 percent 3,866 13 9,736 15,799 2 259,295 1 2,461 2,293 8 11,423

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table4. Number and percentage of public schoolswith threats of physical attack and robbery, by selected school characteristics: 1999—2000—Continued

Threat of attack with aweapon Threat of attack without a weapon Robbery with a weapon Robbery without a weapon
Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percent of studentsbelow 15th
percentileon standardizedtests
0to 5percent 2,400 10 4,320 11,215 45 104,892 — — 48 %46 2 2,218
6to15percent 3,438 10 8,760 17,992 55 220,833 38 0 o4 1,700 5 5,986
More than 15percent 3,265 14 7,982 13,616 57 273,167 289 1 2,550 2,134 9 11,936
Percent of studentslikely
toattend college
Up to 35 percent 3,135 13 7227 14,753 60 243,049 206 1 2,364 1,834 7 9,991
36to 60 percent 3,023 10 7937 15,355 2 222,034 106 0 184 1,403 5 5,769
More than 60 percent 2,944 1 5,898 12,715 46 133,809 &3 0 13 1,143 4 4,380
Percentof students
who consider academic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 923 14 2,783 4,367 &4 66,748 — — 2,131 468 7 1,714
260 50 percent 2,518 14 5,861 11,561 65 166,353 204 1 47 1,517 9 10,266
51 to 75 percent 2,562 10 5,085 13454 51 195,546 89 0 236 1,369 5 4,667
More than 75 percent 3,100 10 7,332 13,441 43 170,244 — — 47 1,026 3 3493
Percentmale enrollment
Up to 44 percent 495 5 1,474 4,827 48 71,602 — - 13 552 6 3,253
45to 55percent 8,034 13 18,691 33,396 5 486,583 285 0 481 3,135 5 13,838
More than 55 percent 574 6 896 4,600 47 40,707 77 1 2,167 693 7 3,049
Student/teacher ratio'?
Lessthan 12:1 2,371 9 4316 13,748 50 145,188 149 1 227 883 3 5230
12:1t016:1 3,186 12 7,350 15,013 55 223,567 78 0 2,168 121 4 5412
More than 16:1 3,387 15 9,084 12,362 5 208,547 n 0 200 1,803 8 7,332
Number of classroom changes*
0 to 3changes 1474 7 3,346 7,804 35 95,607 —_ — — 1,144 5 2,480
410 6 changes 4,473 12 10,635 19,687 55 311,972 136 0 278 1,785 5 9,870
More than 6 2,613 13 5,530 12,961 65 164,338 115 1 2,261 1,168 6 6,058
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 3,455 9 5,935 16,473 42 172,468 — — 88 385 1 1,897
No regular use 5,647 13 15,126 26,350 (v 426,424 286 1 2,573 3,995 9 18,243

See footnotes at end of table
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Table4. Number and percentage of public schoolswith threats of physical attack and robbery, by selected school characteristics: 1999~2000—Continued

Threat of attack with a weapon Threat of attack without a weapon Robbery with a weapon Robbery without a weapon
Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
discipline problems’?
No problems 3,884 8 9,866 22,128 43 178,394 190 0 287 1,452 3 5,035
1 problem 2,199 " 9,684 9,800 & 162,881 66 0 2,157 1,188 8 397
2 problems 1,385 19 12,094 4972 68 94,444 66 1 103 769 1 4,556
3 or more problems 1,635 21 11,116 5923 76 163172 2 1 114 971 12 6,631
Transfers as percentage
of enroliment'
Up to 5 percent 1,392 7 3,024 8,899 46 83,316 81 0 136 1,194 6 4,169
6t0 10 percent 2,013 n 4167 9,162 51 85,798 (4l 1 icy 905 5 4,347
11to 20 percent 2,578 14 6,834 10,133 A 143,918 — — # 919 5 2,967
More than 20 percent 2913 13 6,186 13,080 58 256,833 120 1 2,302 1,167 5 7,364
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 7,308 1 15,561 34,900 51 473,089 277 0 2,375 2,693 4 10,759
Any disruptions 1,266 16 4,101 5,503 68 91,856 8 1 207 1427 18 8,509
Percent of students
absent without excuses
None 1,209 8 2,182 6,206 41 56,138 — — — 364 2 1,200
1or 2 percent 3,097 9 7,313 17,460 53 198,588 — — 45 1187 4 5,161
3to 5 percent 2,769 13 6,058 12,200 57 183,073 E29) 0 125 1,107 5 3,564
6t0 10 percent 1,410 17 3,729 5,064 60 103,134 223 3 2,400 1,296 15 7,079
More than 10 percent 617 16 1,780 1,892 57 57,958 — — 92 426 n 3136

—Too few cases to report.
‘Detail may not sum to totals becauseof missingcases.

Ktudent/teacher ratio was calculated by dividingthe total number of students enrolled in the school by the total number of full-time equivalent teachers. The total number of full-time equivalent teachersisa combination of the full-time
and part-time teachers, including special education teachers, with an adjustment to compensatefor part-time status.

3Serious discipline problems is a count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems include student racial tensions, student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers, widespreaddisorder in classrooms,and
student actsof disrespect for teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problemsoccurred daily or weeklyin their school, each was counted once in the total number of seriousdiscipline problems. Undesirable gangactivities, and
undesirable cult or extremist group activities were also counted once as a problem if the principal reported that these eventsoccurred at all in their school.

“Transfers as a percentage of enroliment combines the number of studentswho were transferred toa schooland the number of students who were transferred from a school, divided by the total number of studentsenrolled in the school.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000
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Tableb.

Number and percentageof public schools with theft and possession of weapons, by selected school characteristics: 1999—-2000

Theft/larceny Possession of a firearmlexplosive device Possession of a knife or sharp object
Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percent of Number of Number of Percent of Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 37,381 46 217,875 4513 6 8,536 34,930 43 85,832
Level
Elementary 15,111 30 42179 877 2 3,039 17,219 35 34,737
Middle 9931 65 62,671 1,483 10 2,157 8,578 5% 23118
Secondary 9,422 el 100,482 1,824 15 2,972 6,947 59 23727
Combined 2,97 60 12,543 330 7 369 2,186 45 4,250
Enrolimentsize
Less than 300 6,633 3 21,900 542 3 565 5,867 2 10,437
300t0 499 9,106 40 34,628 360 2 432 7,776 EZ) 16,019
500 to 999 15,341 51 73,631 2,2% 8 5129 15,098 50 36,763
1,000 or more 6,301 72 87,715 1317 15 241 6,188 7 22,613
Urbanicity
City 10,188 53 67,439 1,269 7 2341 10,518 % 30,645
Urban fringe 11,579 4 82,143 1,736 7 4374 10,524 40 26,976
Town 4,794 46 22,968 357 3 420 4,699 45 10,179
Rural 10,819 42 45324 1,151 4 1,401 9,188 36 18,032
Crime level where studentslive ‘
High 3,354 60 16,929 1 10 2,989 3,448 (%] 10,690
Moderate 6,964 49 41,351 2] 6 1,230 7,653 A 20,599
Low 22,514 42 122,612 2,491 5 3,327 19,700 36 42,702
Mixed 4,434 56 35915 623 8 953 3,965 50 11,379
Percentminorityenroliment!
0to 5 percent 10,703 4 49,424 897 4 1,159 8,098 33 16,004
6to 20 percent 8,011 44 54,008 1,093 6 1,391 7,348 40 18,850
21to 50 percent 7,443 45 47,866 M5 6 3,456 7,802 47 19,506
More than 50 percent 10,586 19 64,067 1,493 7 2,445 11,185 2 30,405
Percent of studentseligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 10,682 46 74,569 1,372 6 1,893 7,990 35 18,550
21to 50 percent 13,628 47 84,417 1,776 6 2458 12,155 49 31,225
More than 50 percent 13,07 43 58,889 1,366 5 4,186 14,784 49 36,056

See footnotes at end of table.
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Theft/larceny Possession of a firearm/explosive device Possession of a knife or sharp object
Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percentofstudentsbelow 15th
percentile onstandardized tests
0 to 5percent 9,915 40 55,023 768 3 1,067 8,627 A 18,172
6to 15percent 15,067 46 91,168 1,726 5 2,079 13,747 42 33,722
More than 15 percent 12,399 2 71,684 2,019 8 5,390 12,555 52 33,937
Percentofstudentslikely
toattendcollege
Up to 35 percent 11,960 48 56,550 1,563 6 4,338 12,190 49 32,282
36to0 60 percent 12,642 43 68,453 1,327 5 2,100 12,274 2 28,890
More than 60 percent 12,780 46 92,872 1,623 6 2,098 10,466 38 24,660
Percentofstudents
who consideracademic
achievementimportant
Up to 25percent 3,928 58 20,800 485 7 611 3723 55 9,493
26to 50 percent 9,641 ) 54,042 1154 6 3,763 8,519 48 21,636
51to 75percent 11,827 45 69,147 1253 5 2,055 11,390 43 27,954
More than 75 percent 11,986 39 73,886 1,622 5 2,109 11,298 37 26,748
Percentmale enrollment
Up to 44 percent 4,387 4 18,181 340 3 2,496 3,859 39 8,092
45to S5percent 29,371 47 182,647 3,875 6 5,611 27,643 4 70272
More than 55 percent 3,624 37 17,047 299 3 430 3,427 35 7,468
Student/teacher ratio?
Less than 12:1 11,420 42 57,226 938 3 1,428 11,095 40 25475
12:1t0 16:1 13,241 49 74,285 1,658 6 2,276 11,724 43 29,500
More than 16:1 11,315 49 78,240 1,650 7 4,509 1,013 47 27,611
Number o fclassroom changes*
0to 3changes 6,672 30 18,611 368 2 468 7,260 33 15,774
4 to 6changes 15,962 44 101,765 2,227 6 5,508 16,470 46 42,694
More than 6 12,269 (V] 83,344 1,693 9 2,262 9,3%4 47 23,327
Useo fpaidlawenforcement
Regular use 12,345 3 40,882 819 2 97 12,320 31 24,593
No regular use 25,036 ) 176,993 3,695 9 7,569 22,610 3 61,239

See footnotesat end of table.
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Table5. Number and percentageof public schoolswith theft and possession of weapons, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Theft/larceny Possession of a firearmlexplosive device Possession of a knife or sharp object
Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percent of Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Numberofserious
discipline problems'?
No problems 18,851 37 81,450 2,019 4 2,787 17,105 A 38,657
1 problem 8,418 3 51,201 953 6 1,427 7,906 50 17,203
2 problems 4,654 o4 35354 675 9 3,005 4376 60 12,165
3 or more problems 5458 70 49,870 866 n 1,318 5543 71 17,806
Transfersas percentage
ofenrollment’,’
Up to 5 percent 9,261 47 54,149 1,106 6 1,730 6,556 A 14,601
61010 percent 8,147 46 45,719 935 5 1,173 6,407 36 15,256
11to 20 percent 8,301 4 51,947 984 5 1,488 8,695 46 21,468
More than 20 percent 10,577 47 59,169 1,278 6 3,856 11,837 2 30,806
Prevalenceofschoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 29,882 4 159,063 3,245 5 6,554 27,823 1 63,379
Any disruptions 5,289 65 47,659 934 11 1,435 5,070 (™ 17,590
Percentofstudents
absentwithoutexcuses
None 4,768 3 22,048 282 2 377 3,643 24 7,064
1 or 2 percent 14,112 2 71,852 1,510 5 1971 13,665 41 29,989
3to 5 percent 11,063 52 65,889 1,367 6 2,033 10,024 47 23,240
61010 percent 5464 65 44921 939 U 1,329 5435 o4 17,428
More than 10 percent 1,974 53 13,165 415 1 2,826 2,163 58 8111

‘Detail may not sum to totals because of missingcases.

Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividingthe total number of students enrolled in the school by the total number of full-time equivalent teachers. The total number of full-time equivalent teachersis a combination of the full-time
and part-time teachers, including special education teachers, with an adjustment to compensatefor part-time status.

3Serious discipline problems is a count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems includestudent racial tensions, student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers, widespreaddisorder in classrooms,and
studentaasof disrespectfor teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problemsoccurred daily or weeklyin their school, each wascounted once in the total number of seriousdiscipline problems. Undesirablegangactivities, and
undesirable cult or extremist group activities were also counted once asa problem if the principal reported that these eventsoccurred at all intheir school.

‘Transfers as a percentage of enrollment combines the number of students who were transferred to a schooland the number of students who were transferred from a school, divided by the total number of students enrolled in the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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Table6. Number and percentageof public schoolswith other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999—2000

Distribution of illegal drugs Possessionluseof alcohol/illegal drugs Sexual harassment Vandalism
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 10,116 12 27,703 21,820 27 114,376 29,719 36 127,568 42172 51 211,002
Level
Elementary 735 1 1,392 2,763 6 7,261 11,925 24 40,130 20,569 L] 80,810
Middle 3,740 24 8,086 7,929 52 25910 8,345 %4 49,378 10,002 65 61,410
Secondary 4,793 40 16,448 9,081 77 74,263 7,009 59 29,369 8,899 Vs 56,991
Combined 847 18 1,777 2,048 42 6,942 244 51 8,691 2,703 5% 11,79
Enrollmentsize
Lessthan 300 524 3 917 2,630 13 5722 5,144 26 14,919 7,798 39 20,823
300t0 499 1,404 6 2,350 3,939 17 13,353 6,491 28 26,048 10,154 45 43,928
500to0 999 4,425 15 9,349 8917 2 31,343 12,644 42 58,171 17,588 8 87,406
1,000 or more 3,763 43 15,088 6,334 73 63,957 5441 a3 28,430 6,633 76 58,846
Urbanicity
City 2,685 14 9,845 5,100 26 35,250 7393 38 31,223 11,834 61 72,931
Urban fringe 3,602 “ 10,171 7457 28 45,300 9,464 36 43,598 13,653 52 71,368
Town 1,409 4 3,128 2,848 27 12,733 3,757 36 15,142 5472 2 2712
Rural 2,420 9 4,560 6,416 5 21,093 9,105 35 37,605 11,213 43 43,991
Crimelevel where studentslive
High 685 12 2,366 1,477 2z 6,894 1,894 E7) 9,299 3,410 61 26457
Moderate 1,816 13 6,179 3,493 25 24,186 5419 38 27,983 8330 58 52,740
Low 6,008 1 14,143 13,792 26 61,909 18,576 A 73417 25133 47 96,738
Mixed 1,567 20 4,927 2931 37 20,504 3.739 47 16,601 5,157 65 33,518
Percent minorityenrollment?
0 to 5 percent 2,822 1 5,603 5,998 24 22,444 9,193 37 36,363 11,493 47 46,777
6 to 20 percent 2,797 15 6,697 5458 30 29317 6,444 35 31,123 8,953 49 42299
21to 50 percent 22 13 5,875 4976 30 30,254 6,289 38 30,521 9,249 5% 50,463
More than 50 percent 2,182 10 9,342 5,106 24 31,651 7125 3 27,061 11,884 55 69,502
Percent of studentseligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 3,758 16 9,064 7,170 A 41,817 8,939 39 37,460 11,757 51 51,211
21 to 50 percent 3,870 13 10,075 8391 2 43,140 11,040 38 51,783 15,007 R 78,535
More than 50 percent 2,488 8 8,564 6,260 21 29,419 9,741 2 38,325 15,408 51 81,256

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table6. Number and percentageof public schools with other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999—-2000—Continued

Distribution of illegal drugs Possessionluse of alcohollillegal drugs Sexual harassment Vandalism
Number of Percentof Numberof Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percent ofstudentsbelow 75th
percentile on standardizedtests
0to 5percent 2,791 1 6,350 5339 21 25954 7,433 30 27,319 11,421 46 42,632
610 15 percent 4,018 12 10,587 9,535 2 52,072 12,836 39 55,260 16,728 51 85,179
More than 15 percent 3,307 14 10,766 6,946 29 36,350 9450 39 44,990 14,023 58 83,19
Percentof studentslikely
toattendcollege
Up to 35 percent 2,609 1 6,960 6,277 5 29,144 8,843 36 39,451 13,869 56 72,680
36 to 60 percent 3,590 12 10,313 7,154 24 38,252 11,148 38 45,820 14,651 50 68,152
More than 60 percent 3,916 14 10,430 8,389 30 46,980 9,728 35 42,298 13,652 49 70,170
Percentof students
who consider academic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 892 13 2,636 1,728 5 8,395 3,216 47 12,873 4,366 &4 21,690
26 to 50 percent 2,337 13 6,777 5119 2 26,224 7,683 43 35,722 10,238 8 62,431
51to 75 percent 3,303 12 9,672 7,231 27 41,381 9,850 37 42,39 14,270 % 70,752
More than 75 percent 3,585 12 8,619 7,742 25 38,375 8,971 2 36,578 13,299 43 56,129
Percentmaleenrollment
Up to 44 percent 1,07 1 2,643 2,009 20 5,832 2,999 30 12,180 4,604 46 20,800
45 to 55 percent 8,238 13 23,097 18,032 29 99,688 24,043 39 106,795 33233 3 170,227
More than 55 percent 808 8 1,963 1,779 18 8,856 2,677 27 8,593 4,336 14 19,975
Student/teacher ratio’?
Less than 12:1 2,428 9 5,092 5,884 21 24,370 10,169 37 39,990 13,239 48 56,401
12:1t0 16:1 3,642 13 9,189 8,602 32 40,659 9,625 35 42,745 13,835 51 78,500
More than 16:1 - 3,613 16 11,730 6,316 27 43,924 8,604 37 39,512 13459 58 68,951
Number of classroom changes’
0 to 3changes 590 3 1,329 1,681 8 6,133 4,398 20 12,993 9,160 1 31,010
410 6 changes 4,747 13 15,484 9,475 26 55,907 12,959 36 56,572 18,131 50 107,642
More than 6 4,019 20 9,212 9,063 46 44772 10.530 53 49,825 12.622 &4 59,195
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 1,573 ' 4 2,354 4,646 12 10,441 10,370 26 33,093 15,973 40 53,833
No regular use 8,543 2 25,349 17,174 41 103,935 19,350 46 94,529 26,199 &2 157,169

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table6. Number and percentageof public schools with other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued
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Distribution of illegal drugs Possession/use of alcohol/illegal drugs Sexual harassment Vandalism
Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
discipline problems'?
No problems 4467 9 10,385 10,119 20 46,966 14,224 2 44,561 21,619 2 77,629
1 problem 2297 15 5983 4,987 32 26,940 7171 45 31,844 9,167 58 45,760
2 problems 1,348 18 3,828 3,104 3 17,488 3,576 49 19,142 5347 73 31,854
3 or more problems 2,004 26 7,507 3,610 46 22,983 4,749 61 32,022 6,039 78 55,759
Transfers as percentage
of enroliment'*
Up to 5 percent 2,676 14 7,658 5,516 28 27,800 6,840 35 27,680 9,317 48 38274
61010 percent 2,016 1 5447 4,190 il 20,093 5,797 2 22,888 8,606 48 38,025
11to 20 percent 2,496 13 6,177 5,807 3 25,851 7,369 39 31,667 9,627 51 50,954
More than 20 percent 2,421 n 7,000 5,381 24 32,026 8,494 37 40,653 12,996 57 75,881
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 6,941 10 18,355 15,718 23 74,676 23,616 35 99,017 33,760 49 160,568
Any disruptions 2,562 3 6,968 4,428 % 31,305 4,505 55 22,713 5353 66 34,987
Percent of students
absent withoutexcuses
None 951 6 1,843 2,429 16 7,469 389 25 15,744 5828 3 25,593
1 or 2 percent 2,988 9 7127 8211 25 35,889 11,624 35 47,35 16,232 49 69,483
3to 5 percent 3,200 15 9,746 5678 2z 31,694 8,125 38 35,529 12,715 57 67,351
61010 percent 2,144 5 5,908 3927 46 26,994 4389 2 19,793 5,807 (2] 33422
More than 10 percent 833 2 3,080 1,576 12 12,330 1,690 45 9,146 2,130 57 15,154

‘Detail may not sum to totals because of missing cases.

Student/teacher ratio wascalculated by dividingthe total number of studentsenrolled in theschool by the total number of full-timeequivalent teachers. The total number of full-time equivalent teachersisa combination of the full-time
and part-time teachers, includingspecial education teachers, with an adjustment to compensatefor part-timestatus.

3erious discipline problems isa count of discipline problems reported by principals. These discipline problems includestudent racial tensions, student bullying, student verbal abuse of teachers, widespreaddisorder in classrooms, and
student acts of disrespect for teachers. If a principal reported that any of these problems occurred daily or weeklyin their school, each was counted once in the total number of seriousdiscipline problems. Undesirable gangactivities, and
undesirable cult or extremist group activities were also counted once as a problem if the principal reported that these events occurred at all in their school.

‘Transfers as a percentageof enrollment combines the number of students who were transferred to a schooland the number of students who were transferred from a school, divided by the total number of students enrolled in the school.
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SS0CS), 2000.
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Table S1. Standard errors for table 1: Number and percentage of public schools with violent and other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999—2000

Violent incidents Serious violent incidents Theft Otherincidents
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 1,1215 14 103,746.1 803.6 1.0 7,0443 1,125.2 14 9,209.9 1.066.5 13 21,296.7
Level
Elementary 1,027.4 21 91,178.6 681.5 14 4,900.0 966.0 19 4,083.7 987.2 20 14,378.9
Middle 269.2 17 28,5889 296.3 1.9 2,119.2 346.7 23 49993 219.9 14 10,679.8
Secondary 2295 14 9,761.0 159.9 13 1,917.0 2220 17 5157.2 1995 12 7,959.7
Combined 2431 3.8 5,888.6 175.6 37 2,236.1 211.9 44 1,273.6 205.0 35 3,584.7
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 688.6 33 12,153.6 3120 16 2,338.5 631.7 32 3,126.8 7109 32 5,160.3
300t0499 727.7 26 57,594.1 386.2 16 1,760.5 7191 29 3,331.6 598.6 22 11,315.8
500t0 999 7013 19 78,3239 607.5 20 4,899.2 666.5 22 43529 698.8 18 12,856.7
1,000 or more 289.0 21 18,265.5 213 22 2,409.9 188.6 24 5,507.3 2338 18 7,794.5
Urbanicity
City 5720 3.0 58,137.0 4859 25 2,748.7 565.3 29 5.957.9 4130 21 10,806.7
Urban fringe 628.8 24 38,620.5 4693 1.8 3,2163 642.9 24 5,399.2 697.0 26 12,4151
Town 437.8 42 41,295.4 3231 3.1 2,153.4 3523 34 2,368.8 4125 4.0 53639
Rural 646.5 25 54,075.9 284.6 11 2,528.1 548.2 2.1 3,135.0 569.4 22 10,019.1
Crimelevel where studentslive
High 4577 49 65,182.8 346.1 6.1 3,065.4 4151 57 2,795.7 4265 55 8,106.0
Moderate 854.8 32 60,970.5 402.2 29 2,761.6 6939 41 4,581.7 755.9 26 15,012.3
Low 1,046.2 16 42,0459 6082 11 2,2813 6776 13 5,634.4 1,040.8 18 9,1438
Mixed 458.2 39 16,747.9 2713 33 2,250.0 3745 45 3,540.1 539.7 36 8,062.7
Percent minority enrollment
0to 5percent 970.5 25 25,902.3 380.5 14 1,085.0 7293 24 3,231.8 1,1704 28 10,143.5
610 20 percent 8127 3.0 42,595.5 388.2 20 2,527.5 567.5 28 5461.2 7893 31 9,124.5
21to 50 percent 776.9 3.0 60,3329 416.9 25 4,588.4 595.2 32 4,268.6 803.8 3.0 15,647 .4
More than 50 percent 917.7 2.7 69,007.8 4455 17 2,534.2 7393 33 5,950.2 829.5 23 11,488.7
Percent of studentseligible
for free/reduced-pricelunch
010 20 percent 726.4 26 35,0229 391.8 16 1,863.0 579.2 2.6 51111 812.6 27 7,087.3
21to 50 percent 988.6 25 59,706.8 4178 13 2,270.8 721.0 23 5.681.5 985.7 25 15,201.7
More than 50 percent 1,116.8 23 77,8420 637.8 21 6,900.1 913.1 2.6 4,764.3 1,035.0 19 12,895.8

See footnotesat end of table
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Table $1.

Standard errors for table 1: Number and percentage of public schools with violent and other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—

Continued
Violent incidents Serious violent incidents Theft Otherincidents
Number of ~ Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percentofstudentsbelow 15th
percentile onstandardized tests
0 to 5percent 950.0 27 22,780.1 4305 15 1,069.5 682.5 24 3,9035 7763 25 6,576.3
6to 15 percent 1,077.0 23 41,2744 4741 14 3,118.1 7369 1.8 5,686.0 1,008.5 21 12,969.1
More than 15 percent 9719 27 94,104.2 578.6 22 5,155.9 885.6 32 6,224.5 808.4 20 15,564.8
Percentofstudentslikely
toattendcollege
Up to 35 percent 1,028.1 27 76,546.1 560.0 21 5,053.6 755.9 31 4,476.5 1,018.0 25 13,553.6
36to 60 percent 914 21 60,090.7 5239 1.6 3,481.9 621.1 21 4,377.6 901.4 19 10,574.8
More than 60 percent 844.1 22 30,045.5 4121 14 1,416.8 690.0 23 5,158.9 921.0 25 11,766.0
Percentofstudents
who consideracademic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 619.5 45 28,2141 2458 31 2,627.9 4621 44 2,7253 612.7 34 6,164.0
26to 50 percent 965.5 27 41,085.1 517.8 25 3,586.3 7941 31 4,834.0 8248 28 13,5355
51to 75percent 926.7 22 67,527.9 436.4 15 2,018.8 644.6 21 5,049.9 980.5 24 14,164.7
More than 75 percent 860.8 26 58,700.0 4738 15 2,551.6 8099 24 5,249.8 896.0 24 10,303.4
Percentmale enrollment
Up to 44 percent 700.0 43 38,135.0 2318 25 1,677.7 464.2 3.7 2,1349 613.1 48 7,340.1
45to 55percent 1,072.6 14 92,712.8 7281 12 5,041.8 1,119.9 17 8,847.9 1,024.2 14 20,1307
More than 55 percent 613.7 48 18,636.6 3275 33 2,789.3 4183 39 2,458.7 652.8 44 5,409.0
Student/teacherratio
Lessthan 12:1 1,069.9 23 49,455.7 458.4 15 25313 6323 23 4,474.0 1,038.6 23 12,257.6
12:1t016:1 849.7 23 66,649.7 494.8 18 4,524.9 715.7 23 4,939.4 918.0 21 15,882.3
More than 16:1 861.2 25 66,281.6 511.2 1.9 2,678.4 816.0 3.0 5,877.0 916.5 24 12,0943
Number ofclassroom changes
0to 3changes 978.6 31 48,015.3 4202 18 2,658.5 685.8 2.8 2,697.9 960.8 32 8,626.6
4to0 6changes 888.1 19 84,3957 5319 15 3,591.9 8311 22 7,079.1 918.0 20 18,280.5
More than 6 6422 22 35,301.6 4104 2.0 3,0253 469.5 26 4,403.1 4.4 17 8,763.9
Useofpaidlawenforcement
Regular use 981.0 23 58,608.4 546.8 13 2,675.8 8211 20 4,168.7 1,155.5 23 9,583.1
No regular use 1,015.2 14 82,078.0 6325 13 5,509.6 805.9 19 8,097.9 996.4 15 19,789.7

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table $1. Standard errors for table 1: Number and percentageof public schools with violent and other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—

Continued
Violent incidents Serious violent incidents Theft Otherincidents
Number of  Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
discipline problems
No problems 1,299.4 19 35,4081 588.7 1.1 1,860.2 827.0 15 4,528.2 1,210.4 20 9,990.2
1 problem 9799 29 65,372.2 3999 21 32133 7589 33 4,710.2 888.6 29 12,444.2
2 problems 489.6 37 46,238.7 380.1 49 3,152.5 4271 46 3,832.8 501.0 29 8,694.9
3 or more problems 4434 27 43,0294 268.6 33 2,488.6 3936 37 49193 4465 29 14,410.2
Transfers as percentage
of enrollment
Up to 5 percent 8343 25 18,489.9 4414 22 2,266.7 642.5 29 4,669.5 880.0 28 8,783.8
6t0 10 percent 897.0 35 20,253.7 337.2 19 2,137.3 6183 33 4,257.6 8784 35 9,295 4
11to 20 percent 800.4 23 40,127.0 505.1 25 1,829.7 601.5 24 5,787.9 8777 28 12,6129
More than 20 percent 1,031.3 28 81,697.3 466.5 22 4,964.9 8904 29 4,440.7 1,009.8 21 13,1773
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions .
No disruptions 1,242.4 1.5 92,534.1 756.3 11 5216.6 1,081.9 1.6 8,855.1 1,058.5 15 19,031.5
Any disruptions 561.2 24 22,512.6 2884 38 2931.0 355.6 39 4,635.8 481.9 27 7,615.4
Percent of students
absent without excuses
None 721.0 37 26,985.2 310.7 2.0 893.6 4722 28 2,948.6 7032 34 10,149.6
1 or 2 percent 1,178.5 22 55,2940 6175 16 3,386.6 866.3 20 6,251.0 1,087.3 20 12,556.4
3to 5 percent 890.2 25 57,596.0 457.8 19 2,097.5 652.5 2.6 5,632.6 1,005.5 2.6 12,589.3
6010 percent 5394 37 50,423.6 4175 42 5,146.8 4748 38 5,148.6 515.7 29 9,063.1
More than 10 percent 4216 6.9 32,398.0 2188 5.1 1,713.3 3121 6.7 2,587.3 3455 6.7 9,150.9

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Surveyon Crime and Safety (SS0CS), 2000
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Table $2. Standard errors for table 2: Number and percentageof public schools with violentand other incidents reported to police, by selected school

characteristics: 1999-2000

Violentincidents Seriousviolent incidents Theft Otherincidents
Number of ~ Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Allpublicschools 1,036.4 13 14,279.9 675.0 0.8 2,618.4 8543 10 5,562.7 9354 11 8,970.6
Level
Elementary 932.6 19 11,855.5 4710 0.9 2,015.6 766.2 15 2,226.4 924.0 19 6,870.9
Middle 2909 19 7,044.6 2716 18 1,076.9 3274 21 2,958.4 242.0 16 3,470.5
Secondary 2520 18 6,751.2 158.7 12 1,475.3 258.7 18 4,014 226.1 15 5,129.0
Combined 2251 44 1,158.3 1641 34 383.6 1964 4.1 500.9 216.2 41 1,488.4
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 4479 24 1,942.3 2843 14 5453 509.7 25 1,675.7 495.0 23 2,279.7
300t0499 505.7 22 3,8923 3522 15 1,635.1 538.8 21 1,904.7 620.7 24 48213
500t0 999 6422 21 12,436.7 496.9 16 1,475.2 530.9 1.8 2,189.1 646.4 20 52411
1,000 or more 199.0 22 6,517.8 1971 2.0 1,485.8 2031 27 4,354.4 2399 22 49784
Urbanicity
City 500.7 26 12,7483 438.0 23 22211 466.9 24 3,229.0 535.0 28 7,656.3
Urban fringe 4455 17 6,326.4 383.1 15 1,494.4 4439 17 3,814.4 556.3 21 4,176.6
Town 364.7 35 2,967.5 2373 23 5428 314.2 30 1,751.5 4208 40 2,507.4
Rural 547.7 21 2,645.2 230.2 09 488.6 419.2 16 1,7369 664.9 26 4,264.4
Crimelevel where studentslive
High 401.4 6.0 12,098.0 259.5 5.1 1,206.9 4379 6.5 1,719.2 385.7 59 51773
Moderate 5375 36 5,138.0 3548 26 1,737.5 508.0 34 2,247.6 584.4 32 5,244.0
Low 690.1 14 6,794.6 453.2 09 998.2 5915 1.2 3,809.7 7949 14 5,547.5
Mixed 3280 38 4,516.7 2504 3.1 1,097.6 2472 34 2,108.7 4882 44 4,576.9
Percentminorityenrollment
0 to 5 percent 552.7 20 2,843.6 2263 1.0 5935 476.1 17 1,628.5 760.7 2.1 43273
610 20 percent 4615 22 5,682.8 280.1 15 7878 446.5 24 3,0729 665.5 31 4,815.7
21to 50 percent 405.0 23 5,646.9 3429 20 1,725.1 4411 25 2,7523 7232 33 5,200.2
More than 50 percent 596.2 23 12,2348 3993 1.6 1,693.0 6199 28 3,2231 630.0 25 6,067.4
Percentofstudentseligible
for free/reduced-pricelunch
0to 20 percent 481.3 24 5,375.1 2835 13 1,039.8 4232 22 3,468.5 637.6 23 3,630.7
21to 50 percent 579.8 20 7,044.7 3131 1.1 1,232.0 525.6 18 3,207.8 8262 22 6,815.3
More than 50 percent 7232 23 12,653.4 490.5 16 2,234.0 7422 23 2,5339 886.1 23 71623

See footnotes at end of tabfe.
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Table $2. Standard errors for table 2: Number and percentageof public schools with violent and other incidentsreported to police, by selected school
characteristics: 1999—2000—Continued

Violent incidents Serious violent incidents Theft Otherincidents
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percentofstudents below 15th
percentile onstandardized tests
0to 5 percent 497.8 20 5,791.7 305.2 11 508.4 431.2 17 2,139 661.8 23 34225
6to 15 percent 601.2 17 13,407.6 3445 1.1 1,5123 449.0 14 39277 7169 19 6,373.4
More than 15 percent 691.0 25 7,736.2 451.8 1.8 2,156.1 647.3 23 2,931.6 7764 24 6,624.6
Percentofstudentslikely
toattendcollege
Up to 35 percent 766.9 28 13,338.0 480.9 19 2,125.0 575.6 25 2,569.2 913.2 33 6,1258
36t0 60 percent 565.6 20 5,941.7 3745 13 1,700.1 4898 16 2,593.4 7383 19 5,981.1
More than 60 percent 465.6 18 5,202.0 3Na 11 973.5 4771 17 3,580.8 583.3 17 5.160.2
Percentofstudents
who consideracademic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 4228 4.7 5,681.5 196.0 24 998.1 3480 43 1,577.6 540.5 45 3,506.5
2610 50 percent 7493 35  6,0213 4484 22 2,020.8 691.7 32 2,785.1 654.7 32 6,6019
51 to 75 percent 516.1 17 12,790.4 3172 1.2 1,411.7 5735 21 3,1261 7125 24 7,625.8
More than 75 percent 578.2 22 5,945.8 369.1 13 1,200.6 548.5 18 3,522.7 7237 19 47722
Percentmale enrollment
Up to44 percent 3754 34 3,3159 2260 24 582.4 3477 32 1,199.5 4744 43 41939
451055 percent 865.0 14 14,266.4 601.0 1.0 2,105.4 802.6 13 5,125.2 981.1 15 8,460.6
More than 55 percent 4211 41 3,675.0 412 24 1,696.8 382.6 37 1,531.8 403.0 33 3,454.0
Student/teacherratio
Lessthan 12:1 654.0 21 12,564.7 3220 1.1 757.2 4355 15 2,817.2 7232 17 6,199.9
12:1t016:1 6489 25 6,466.5 3947 15 1,7771 570.7 22 3,645.2 754.8 23 7,285.8
More than 16:1 5127 22 7,379.5 406.7 15 1,693.7 585.4 24 3,462.3 7484 25 6,306.4
Number o fclassroomchanges
0to 3 changes 615.6 27 11,669.4 3514 16 1,094.5 4904 22 1,2359 7204 29 4,650.0
4 to 6changes 617.1 18 7439.8 4395 13 1,769.8 623.5 15 4,037.2 6704 20 7,163.8
More than 6 changes 4958 24 8,124.5 3732 19 1,7438 4393 22 3,408.2 5724 25 5,444.0
Useofpaidlawenforcement
Regular use 6439 1.7 2,872.1 3813 1.0 1,574.9 584.6 14 1,750.0 9254 21 3,2843
No regular use 746.0 15 13,954.9 558.1 12 2,162.9 6339 1.5 5,285.0 814.7 15 9,3813

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table $2. Standard errorsfor table 2: Number and percentageof public schools with violentand other incidentsreported to police, by selected school
characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Violent incidents Seriousviolent incidents Theft Other incidents
Number of  Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number ofserious
disciplineproblems
No problems 7207 13 12,744.2 4285 0.8 1,012.8 6319 12 2,743.8 937.1 17 5,370.3
1 problem 7701 33 6,351.8 3644 19 13211 4814 25 25014 630.2 30 6,105.3
2 problems 4084 52 5,573.3 354.2 46 1,696.2 3702 44 3,0794 4654 49 4529.6
3 or more problems 3782 40 6,437.8 2269 30 1,357.4 3683 40 2,444.2 491 40 5,3910
Transfersaspercentage
ofenroliment
Up to 5percent 496.9 25 4,874.5 3595 19 869.0 4782 24 3,1823 699.2 30 4,653.7
6to 10 percent 4982 29 5,438.0 2421 15 1,795.6 4110 24 2,600.2 596.8 31 5,326.1
11to 20 percent 606.5 27 57334 4475 23 1,182.0 4818 20 2,440.8 7371 31 5,063.5
More than 20 percent 498.6 23 12,951.0 3914 18 1,433.9 5779 23 2,705.3 8124 27 6,679.6
Prevalenceo fschoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 981.6 14 13,583.0 615.0 09 21971 8253 1.2 4,889.1 910.7 12 8,213.8
Any disruptions 405.6 36 6,368.2 238.2 33 1,625.2 2732 33 3,457.6 3409 40 4,890.8
Percentofstudents
absentwithout excuses
None 404.1 26 1,925.0 2268 15 478.0 2918 19 2,322.0 545.5 27 2,139.8
1 or 2 percent 955.2 24 7.574.8 515.1 14 2,128.1 625.6 15 3,137.2 899.1 20 6,771.8
3to 5percent 6389 25 5,175.6 3542 15 1,2929 4722 23 2,921.0 7272 27 7,4483
6t0 10 percent 4323 40 6,786.5 306.8 32 1,448.0 3%3 36 2427.0 480.3 41 5,437.2
More than 10 percent 2935 6.0 12,087.1 197.7 46 904.8 2746 62 2,372.9 3190 69 4964.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School Survey on Crime and Safety {SSOCS), 2000.
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Table §3. Standard errors for table 3: Number and percentageof public schoolswith physical assaults, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000

Physicalattack/fight
Rape or attempted rape Sexual battery other than rape Physicalattack or fight with a weapon withouta weapon
Number of ~ Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 84.0 0.1 1127 2734 03 1,128.4 4930 0.6 2,481.2 1,244.6 15 59,6184
Level
Elementary —_ — 0.0 2503 0.5 2924 4103 0.8 2,156.9 1,1453 23 51,473.9
Middle 454 03 53.5 102.6 0.7 3232 175.8 1.1 1,215.8 3269 21 15,821.5
Secondary 684 0.6 771 86.7 0.7 1,038.4 1187 1.0 3483 2305 1.6 6,140.5
Combined 46.8 1.0 827 9.1 24 187.0 %43 11 710 2374 41 2,6152
Enrolimentsize
Less than 300 — — 0.0 1124 0.6 183.8 1453 0.7 192.0 613.8 31 7,933.1
300t0 499 474 0.2 87.8 164.2 07 168.7 2547 11 655.2 7974 30 26,427.8
500t0 999 495 0.2 495 160.3 0.5 3471 3604 12 2,284.7 668.8 20 47,596.4
1,000 or more 594 0.7 67.2 86.2 1.0 1,042.1 142.6 16 884.5 2345 21 14,200.9
Urbanicity
City 423 0.2 46.7 2614 13 1,116.0 2706 14 7153 6372 33 357217
Urban fringe 634 0.2 738 1249 0.5 2236 2598 1.0 1,095.9 667.5 25 16,954.2
Town 290 03 29.0 49.6 0.5 64.8 174.8 17 1,836.6 461.2 44 26,6099
Rural — — 814 722 03 9.9 180.1 07 1,106.4 7179 28 249598
Crimelevel where studentslive
High — — 213 1313 24 2019 173.5 32 2422 457.6 6.2 38,418.6
Moderate 36.0 03 413 1153 08 2736 2316 16 7181 7573 36 26,1163
Low 704 0.1 102.3 196.3 04 2534 2973 0.5 1,897.2 991.8 18 25,976.5
Mixed 433 0.6 503 65.7 09 961.6 1258 16 1,392.1 464.1 46 9,366.6
Percent minority enrollment
0 to 5 percent 539 02 N3 58.5 0.2 674 178.5 0.7 553.4 933.7 27 21,066.2
6t0 20 percent 374 02 389 993 0.5 2303 233.0 13 9314 8138 32 21,1512
21to 50 percent 523 03 523 96.8 0.6 954.7 267.6 17 2,1308 7375 34 22,2733
More than 50 percent 48.0 0.2 573 2494 1.1 3954 256.8 1.2 889.0 900.8 32 44,963.6
Percent of studentseligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 57.5 03 67.6 112.0 0.5 984.8 200.2 08 265.8 666.0 27 17,017.8
21to 50 percent 4.5 0.2 939 104.7 0.4 2492 300.7 1.0 1,639.6 936.2 26 28,642.9
More than 50 percent 469 02 53.7 2518 08 3913 306.2 10 1,952 1,0349 26 49,2811

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table$3. Standard errors for table 3: Number and percentage of public schools with physical assaults, by selected school characteristics: 1999—2000—Continued

Rape or attempted rape

Sexual battery other than rape

Physicalattack or fight with aweapon

Physical attack/fight
without a weapon

Number of ~ Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percentofstudents below 75th
percentile onstandardized tests
0to 5percent 371 0.1 371 58.1 02 838 2247 09 298.6 843.6 27 17,113.8
6to 15percent 56.8 02 65.5 894 03 966.0 2689 0.8 2,060.6 1,027.7 23 20,9277
More than 15 percent 61.6 03 96.6 2572 1.0 356.3 3425 14 1,497.1 960.5 30 52,257.4
Percentofstudentslikely
toattendcollege
Up to 35percent 449 0.2 465 170.7 0.7 368.1 2769 1.1 545.6 1,015.5 3.0 453449
36to 60 percent 61.5 0.2 90.9 1718 0.6 1,086.0 3337 1.1 23715 916.1 23 31,5231
More than 60 percent 55.7 0.2 70.0 70.8 0.3 128.7 2395 08 642.5 756.1 22 18,926.1
Percentofstudents
who consideracademic
achievementimportant
Up to 25percent — — 89 928 13 181.2 1381 19 1,090.7 597.1 49 14,9211
26to S0 percent 455 03 455 2434 1.4 367.8 191.6 1.0 7181 815.1 27 21,2839
51to 75percent 60.3 0.2 97.1 99.7 04 988.7 2773 1.0 983.8 909.7 23 473474
More than 75 percent 52.8 0.2 56.0 1146 0.4 199.9 2928 0.9 1,919.7 814.8 27 26,4749
Percentmale enrollment
Up to 44 percent 312 03 312 1635 1.6 209.1 80.8 09 575.5 658.4 43 23,1571
45to 55 percent 759 0.1 86.6 196.2 03 1,128.8 4532 07 2,399.4 1,1083 16 50,974.6
More than 55 percent — — 815 66.2 0.7 721 247 4 25 368.7 555.4 4.6 13,700.0
Student/teacherratio
Lessthan 12:1 52.6 0.2 899 1939 0.7 273.6 228.5 08 768.7 1,077.0 27 35,398.4
12:1t016:1 50.1 0.2 56.9 1277 05 3148 2329 0.9 2,169.3 7993 23 28,820.7
Morethan 16:1 52.5 02 55.0 1053 04 9674 298.5 13 613.2 8321 2.6 37,983.5
Numberofclassroom changes
0 to 3changes 262 0.1 292 1399 0.6 115 1959 09 2,005.8 987.8 34 28,884.0
410 6 changes 519 0.1 59.6 148.0 0.4 1,083.5 3164 09 1,259.2 8221 19 423170
More than 6 63.9 0.3 96.0 1618 08 2842 2126 11 1.2 6425 26 23,619.9
Useofpaidlawenforcement
Regular use —_ — 219 1754 04 264.4 3589 0.9 2,113.6 9055 23 29,005.2
No regular use 80.2 0.2 109.6 2614 0.6 1,126.1 3521 0.8 1,517.7 983.2 15 49,3333

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table $3. Standard errors for table 3: Number and percentage of public schools with physical assaults, by selected school characteristics: 1999—2000—Continued

Physical attack/fight

Rape or attempted rape Sexual battery other than rape Physicalattack or fight with aweapon withoutaweapon
Number of ~ Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
disciplineproblems
No problems 59.5 0.1 94.6 2359 0.5 2479 3088 0.6 801.1 1,310.2 21 24,356.7
1 problem 454 03 49.6 92.5 0.6 9554 208.6 14 1,310.4 9589 33 31,6447
2 problems 334 0.5 334 97.0 1.4 240.8 2212 28 2,000.9 4627 45 25,836.6
3 or more problems ) 44.1 0.6 514 1383 17 353.1 1430 19 2359 4282 38 21,3735
Transfersas percentage
of enroliment
Up to 5 percent 263 0.1 263 106.0 05 113.7 186.5 1.0 1,913.0 7817 26 11,6518
6to 10 percent 420 02 420 2 0.4 140.0 2240 12 628.2 8716 37 11,5484
11to 20 percent 483 03 559 2393 1.2 362.0 1843 1.0 361.7 741.5 25 18,052.4
More than 20 percent 50.5 0.2 89.0 1326 0.6 966.7 2371 1.1 1,396.2 964.9 31 49,1233
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 69.6 0.1 96.3 2841 04 4832 4286 0.6 2,066.5 1,288.4 17 52,165.5
Any disruptions 49.6 0.6 623 81.8 1.0 9455 1453 18 7290 537.0 28 12,158.6
Percentof students
absentwithoutexcuses
None — — 241 445 03 52.0 187.4 1.2 4893 736.1 38 18,2414
1 or 2 percent 529 02 86.0 174.0 05 2846 2743 08 2,097.7 1,268.1 26 32,606.2
3to 5 percent 397 0.2 494 1335 0.6 3114 2404 1.1 1,277.5 801.4 25 29,017.0
6to 10 percent 55.9 0.7 625 161.3 18 9729 181.0 22 4172 504.3 39 30,486.0
More than 10 percent 296 08 359 513 15 1323 66.1 18 136.7 366.3 6.6 11,557.7

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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Table S4. Standard errorsfor table 4: Number and percentage of public schoolswith threats of physical attack and robbery, by selected school characteristics:

1999-2000
Threat of attack with aweapon Threatof attack without a weapon Robbery with a weapon Robberywithout a weapon
Nurnberof Percentof Numberof Nurnberof Percentof Nurnberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Nurnberof Percentof Nurnberof
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All publicschools 574.2 0.7 1,916.8 1,207.3 15 52,737.2 1226 0.1 2,1371 4559 0.6 3,185.2
Level
Elementary 496.7 1.0 1,620.2 1,038.3 21 48,3455 — — 887 376.2 08 2,895.4
Middle 2144 14 988.7 3399 22 16,806.5 40.1 03 454 1436 09 1,1471
Secondary 152.2 13 7369 268.7 19 5,519.7 66.7 0.6 1287 1053 09 853.3
Combined 117.2 24 2143 2485 44 3,397.1 — 1.1 2,142.1 98.8 21 3100
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 2592 13 502.2 6724 34 5942.3 847 04 2,140.6 1752 09 640.0
300t0 499 3290 1.4 779.0 768.4 3.1 37,458.2 _ — 88.7 1922 08 1,362.4
500 to 999 4467 14 1,691.7 6249 19 34,4214 19.5 0.1 283 2893 1.0 2,563.0
1,000 or more 165.1 18 654.8 236.2 27 6,381.4 406 0.5 1359 1375 16 1,133.2
Urbanicity
City 3296 17 1,364.7 4.7 33 25,288.1 1104 0.6 160.2 337.6 17 1,640.4
Urban fringe 359.1 14 1,153.3 564.5 21 23,7349 56.3 02 2,142.6 1853 07 1,572.8
Town 267.8 26 1,144.4 4595 44 18,7721 — —_ 241 723 0.7 3399
Rural 2242 0.9 462.5 6994 27 35,816.1 — — 353 1712 0.7 2,212.2
Crimelevel wherestudentslive
High 2114 38 1,200.4 415.0 6.0 29,160.8 86.1 1.6 2,1389 2559 4.6 1,507.1
Moderate 336.6 23 797.7 745.0 32 41,2977 273 0.2 472 2136 16 24339
Low 510.3 09 1,305.6 998.3 17 19,623.1 22 0.0 39.2 2329 04 1,028.4
Mixed 189.1 23 780.2 3940 4.1 8,891.6 — —_ 1038 161.8 21 864.2
Percent minority enrollment
0to 5percent 255.2 1.0 591.0 873.1 27 10,488.6 — — — 1995 08 6394
610 20 percent 326.6 17 1,225.0 656.9 29 21,540.1 185 0.1 30.5 144.8 0.8 2,181.9
21to 50 percent 3379 20 702.0 6754 34 42,005.1 — — 2,141.6 195.0 1.2 1,894.2
More than 50 percent 386.0 1.7 1,600.2 740.6 29 27,493.5 114.6 0.5 169.8 2983 14 998.1
Percent of students eligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
01to 20 percent 287.7 13 1,197.2 602.3 24 17,887.8 18.5 0.1 30.5 1309 0.6 7231
21to 50 percent 344.0 1.1 8270 887.6 24 38,026.8 288 0.1 735 164.4 0.6 9719
More than 50 percent 436.0 14 1,597.7 1,093.2 28 30,848.7 1214 04 2,139.0 420.6 14 31574

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table $4. Standard errors for table 4: Number and percentage of public schools with threats of physicalattack and robbery, by selected school characteristics:

1999-2000—Continued
Threat of attack with a weapon Threat of attack without a weapon Robbery with a weapon Robbery without a weapon
Nurnberof Percentof Nurnberof Nurnberof Percentof Nurnberof Nurnberof Percentof Nurnberof Nurnberof Percentof Nurnberof
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents

Percent of students below 15th
percentileon standardizedtests

0 to 5percent 3735 14 696.7 548.8 20 9,714.2 — — 2,138.9 120.2 0.5 6774
6t015 percent 370.7 11 1,508.6 9451 23 22,254.2 23.2 0.1 472 299.0 09 964.1
More than 15 percent 3732 16 1,183.8 1,001.7 33 49,1975 1188 0.5 39.2 397.6 16 3,078.0

Percentof studentslikely
toattend college

Up to 35 percent 406.2 15 1,269.7 9378 30 33,5111 1100 04 2,141.2 4044 17 2,970.5

36to0 60 percent 366.7 1.2 1,486.1 708.6 21 36,324.6 62.2 02 100.2 200.5 0.7 1,067.0

More than 60 percent 3228 1.2 890.2 752.8 24 16,134.8 28.2 0.1 532 1735 06 784.8
Percent of students

who consider academic
achievementimportant

Up to 25 percent 2221 3.0 1,029.3 5203 45 13,5911 — — 2,142 1342 19 553.6

26to 50 percent 363.1 20 1,059.8 978.1 38 22,1703 1103 0.6 1221 351.8 19 3,001.1

51to 75percent 3135 1.1 640.1 761.8 19 25,477.8 376 0.1 1228 2284 09 826.2

More than 75percent 3722 12 1,452.3 7358 22 37,639.7 — — 390 146.5 05 699.1
Percent maleenrollment

Up to 44 percent 1165 12 525.6 524.8 44 18,735.8 — — 12.7 1438 15 1,455.3

45to 55percent 5734 1.0 1,894.7 1,089.7 16 50,312.3 1133 0.2 167.7 3441 0.5 2,625.6

More than 55 percent 1356 14 2165 567.2 49 5,479.7 55.8 0.6 21417 2339 24 1,493.2
Student/teacherratio

Lessthan 12:1 3407 1.1 654.6 1,003.4 25 17,936.6 96.7 03 127 216.6 08 23754

12:1t016:1 404.0 15 1,386.6 7739 23 41,9159 55.6 0.2 167.7 203.0 0.7 1,437.1

More than 16:1 388.1 15 1,423.8 7135 24 30,040.5 292 0.1 21417 2547 11 1,578.2
Number of classroom changes

0 to 3changes 306.2 13 1,052.9 7985 28 19,9141 — — — 2879 13 709.7

410 6 changes 4357 1.2 1,561.0 804.1 21 49,7254 67.5 0.2 100.2 260.0 0.7 2,600.2

More than 6 2745 13 733.6 580.2 25 13,8244 59.4 03 53.2 155.3 08 1,566.0
Use of paid law enforcement

Regular use 4753 12 9283 906.9 23 38,888.1 — — 88.7 1884 05 12752

No regular use 4426 1.0 1,851.4 994.6 19 37,7994 90.4 0.2 2,137.0 4206 1.0 2,960.3

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 4. Standard errorsfor table 4: Number and percentage of public schools with threats of physical attack and robbery, by selected school characteristics:
1999-2000—Continued

Threat of attack with a weapon Threat of attack withouta weapon Robberywith a weapon Robbery without a weapon
Number of Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
disciplineproblems
No problems 4721 09 986.6 1,018.7 17 15,035.9 106.2 0.2 136.0 298.5 0.6 989.6
1 problem 3021 17 9684 862.2 34 39,9483 49 0.3 2,1420 255.5 15 8224
2 problems 288.2 38 1,209.4 480.0 47 22,6493 119 0.6 67.8 163.3 22 1,808.7
3 or more problems 217 29 1,111.6 468.5 4.1 23,205.0 24 03 60.9 165.6 20 2,264.5
Transfers as percentage
of enrollment
Up to 5 percent 2236 12 5751 668.1 25 7.869.5 60.4 03 819 2948 15 860.9
6 to 10 percent 3338 1.7 929.0 811.2 34 10,166.4 90.5 0.5 937 149.7 09 1,407.0
11to 20 percent 355.5 18 1,349.8 7781 30 23,0011 — — 259 2255 12 7813
More than 20 percent 4218 19 1,287.3 904.1 26 43,4833 66.7 03 2,140.8 2704 1.2 2,633.8
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 576.6 08 1,744.0 1,194.2 17 49,538.7 1214 0.2 2,139.9 396.6 0.6 2,144.7
Any disruptions 1729 23 9099 4243 3.0 11,481.0 323 04 875 238.0 3.0 2,409.0
Percentof students
absent withoutexcuses
None 240.2 17 4288 639.8 3.7 13,659.6 -— — — 1340 0.9 5359
1 or 2 percent 4142 1.1 1,4749 1,031.1 28 24,4424 — — 365 3121 09 1,629.2
3to 5 percent 4026 17 12227 7230 23 36,406.6 614 03 81.0 195.1 09 765.2
6t0 10 percent 226.6 24 875.5 469.6 4.6 16,765.5 104.7 1.2 2,137.7 3158 35 2,6353
More than 10 percent 182.0 44 617.6 269.8 6.7 20,869.3 — — 80.8 1375 37 1,538.1

SOURCE: .. Department of Education, National Center for EducationStatistics. School Survey on Clime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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Table S5. Standard errorsfor table 5: Number and percentage of public schools with theft and possession of weapons, by selected school characteristics:

1999-2000
Theft/larceny Possession of a firearm/explosive device Possession of a knife or sharp object
Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All publicschools 1,125.2 14 9,209.9 362.7 0.4 2,239.7 1,052.5 13 4,011.7
Level
Elementary 966.0 19 4,083.7 2835 0.6 2,246.2 900.6 1.8 29714
Middle 346.7 23 4,999.3 166.2 1.1 260.4 3203 21 1,3328
Secondary 2220 17 5,157.2 164.1 13 3694 2320 18 1,444.5
Combined 2119 44 1,273.6 91.2 18 99.7 1899 39 502.3
Enrollmentsize
Less than 300 631.7 32 3,126.8 1411 0.7 1439 582.7 29 1,405.0
300t0 499 7191 29 3,331.6 1546 0.7 166.9 5783 26 1,721.6
500t0 999 666.5 22 43529 2943 1.0 2,273.6 663.8 22 24422
1,000 or more 188.6 24 5,507.3 1252 14 277.5 247.7 2.6 1,462.5
Urbanicity
City 565.3 29 5.957.9 2163 1.1 4068 5913 3.1 2,528.8
Urban fringe 642.9 24 5,399.2 2813 1.1 2,286.9 691.6 26 2,083.2
Town 3523 34 2,368.8 87.5 08 1049 4154 4.0 1,092.2
Rural 5482 21 3,135.0 1913 0.7 236.2 541.2 21 1,4238
Crimelevel where studentslive _
High 4151 57 2,795.7 1305 24 2,136.6 4513 7.0 1,722.6
Moderate 693.9 4.1 4,581.7 1478 1.1 209.7 584.8 34 1,8229
Low 677.6 13 5,634.4 2428 0.5 3279 896.7 1.5 2,439.8
Mixed 3745 4.5 3,540.1 995 13 194.2 376.3 42 1,294.2
Percent minority enrollment
0to 5percent 7293 24 3,231.8 166.7 0.7 236.1 7142 24 1,625.6
6t0 20 percent 567.5 2.8 5,461.2 205.0 11 253.0 609.7 27 2,210.7
21to 50 percent 595.2 32 4,268.6 162.5 1.0 2,173.9 604.4 31 1,526.6
More than 50 percent 7393 33 5,950.2 2149 1.0 3019 654.4 26 2,256.5
Percent of studentseligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 579.2 2.6 5111.1 2158 1.0 287.3 5244 22 1,483.0
21 to 50 percent 7210 23 5,681.5 199.1 0.7 295.5 8349 25 2,619.4
More than 50 percent 9131 26 4,764.3 262.1 09 2,225.0 8669 25 2,845.7

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table $5. Standard errors for table 5: Number and percentageof public schools with theft and possession of weapons, by selected school characteristics:

1999-2000--Continued

Theft/larceny Possession of a firearm/explosive device Possession of a knife or sharp object
Number of Percent of Number of Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of
khoolcharacteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percentof studentsbelow 15th
percentileon standardizedtests
0to 5 percent 682.5 24 3,903.5 135.6 05 169.3 630.0 23 1,780.0
6 to 15 percent 7369 18 5,686.0 267.5 08 2993 7893 22 2,452.6
More than 15 percent 885.6 32 6,224.5 2257 1.0 2118.2 7351 2.7 23134
Percentof students likely
toattend college
Up to 35 percent 7559 31 4,476.5 2423 1.0 2,210.1 665.9 24 2,715.2
36t060 percent 621.1 21 43776 196.3 0.6 3724 764.4 23 2,023.8
More than 60 percent 690.0 23 5,158.9 2023 08 2449 679.2 23 1,6154
Percentof students
who consider academic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 4621 44 27253 m9 1.7 135.7 3932 43 1,301.5
26 to 50 percent 7941 31 4,834.0 1825 1.0 2129.2 622.0 31 1,688.2
5l to 75 percent 6446 21 5,049.9 158.9 0.6 3039 709.1 22 23294
More than 75 percent 8099 24 5249.8 2682 09 316.7 749.0 22 1,817.8
Percent maleenrollment
Up to 44 percent 464.2 3.7 21349 1183 1.2 2,151.5 4251 42 9178
45 to 55 percent 1,119.9 1.7 8,847.9 3271 0.5 471.0 1,012.0 16 3,6722
More than 55 percent 4183 39 2,458.7 1043 1.1 162.2 4385 41 9213
Student/teacherratio
Less than 12:1 632.3 23 4,474.0 1623 0.6 2779 8404 24 2,904.0
12:1t0 16:1 7157 23 4,939.4 2152 08 292.8 704.9 22 2,067.7
More than 16:1 816.0 30 5.877.0 2294 09 2,112.2 7432 25 21794
Number of classroom changes
0 to 3 changes 685.8 28 2,697.9 166.1 07 2156 8379 32 23143
4 to 6 changes 8311 22 7,079.1 2477 0.7 21177 8242 22 3,064.2
More than 6 469.5 26 4,403.1 2293 1.2 305.5 490.7 21 1,385.4
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 821.1 20 4,168.7 2119 0.5 2354 8324 20 2,147.2
No regular use 805.9 19 8,097.9 3171 0.7 2,164.6 830.3 14 3,227.7

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table S5. Standard errors for table 5: Number and percentageof public schoolswith theft and possession of weapons, by selected school characteristics:

1999-2000—Continued
Theft/larceny Possession of a firearm/explosive device Possession of a knife or sharp object
Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percentof Number of Number of Percent of Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
disciplineproblems
No problems 827.0 15 4,528.2 2516 05 3461 8319 17 2,989.0
1 problem 7589 33 47102 1829 11 2483 6882 33 1,845.2
2 problems 4271 46 3,832.8 139.7 19 2,136.6 4305 44 1,306.0
3 or more problems 3936 37 4,919.3 106.0 15 1831 413.7 37 1,896.3
Transfersas percentage
of enrollment
Up to 5percent 6425 29 4,669.5 1522 08 2748 5292 22 1,315.7
61010 percent 618.3 33 4,257.6 2040 11 2439 6880 33 1,702.7
11to 20percent 6015 24 57879 1839 09 2925 6815 29 2,120.3
More than 20 percent 8904 29 4,440.7 216.6 0.9 2,178.5 7575 2.7 2,305.2
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 1,081.9 16 8,855.1 3695 05 2,271.9 9802 14 35131
Any disruptions 355.6 39 4,635.8 1329 18 2285 3637 38 1,436.9
Percentof students
absentwithoutexcuses
None 4722 28 2,948.6 832 0.6 1205 476.0 29 1,061.1
1 or 2 percent 866.3 20 6,251.0 2343 0.7 2860 8325 21 2,408.2
3to 5percent 6525 26 5,632.6 2209 1.0 3162 869.6 33 21322
61010 percent 474.8 38 5,148.6 1705 20 2308 466.9 40 1,875.3
More than 10 percent 3121 6.7 2,587.3 B5 26 21371 3362 6.6 1,555.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). 2000.
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Table $6. Standard errors for table 6: Number and percentageof public schoolswith other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000

Distribution of illegal drugs Possession/use of alcohol/illegal drugs Sexual harassment Vandalism
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
All public schools 4113 05 1,618.7 588.9 0.7 4,852.1 1,029.5 13 6,086.6 1,319.8 16 13,578.5
Level
Elementary 2101 04 5320 461.6 0.9 29113 800.6 16 4,920.5 1,244.7 25 8,619.3
Middle 2335 15 643.8 264.5 17 1,382.7 2706 1.8 3,254.1 307.0 20 7,649.4
Secondary 1983 1.6 1,229.0 2359 17 3,492.6 256.9 18 2,114 2305 17 4,426.6
Combined 144.7 28 4038 194.7 39 998.5 204.2 4.1 1,061.0 2236 43 2,169.6
Enroliment size
Lessthan 300 1223 0.6 2627 3430 18 9377 640.5 30 2,027.2 593.4 2.8 29113
300t0499 1512 07 3469 3473 14 3,275.5 605.7 26 4,249.5 7364 31 6,853.4
500 to 999 3336 1.1 864.5 3249 12 1,831.2 650.4 22 3,845.9 8747 27 84169
1,000 or more 143.6 20 1,283.9 155.7 21 29979 2289 27 2,044.9 2015 24 4,893.8
Urbanicity
City 2293 12 1,268.3 3171 16 3,2324 4831 25 3,213.7 4619 24 6,142.4
Urban fringe 2394 09 9275 319.0 12 2,953.7 593.4 23 3,384.6 662.5 25 8,489.9
Town 154.6 15 4473 2190 21 1,382.6 3176 30 1,7193 4143 4.0 2,877.6
Rural 2345 09 544.1 4401 17 1,665.4 5933 23 4,439.0 653.8 25 5,654.3
Crimelevel where students live
High 161.8 31 548.0 2419 47 1,127 2544 48 1,830.2 3716 56 4,536.6
Moderate 171.0 13 907.8 2958 23 3,896.5 540.6 3.6 4,829.6 745.6 3.0 9,708.8
Low 3400 07 9924 515.1 11 2,208.9 687.8 14 3,3733 1,027.0 19 5,916.0
Mixed 1738 23 8253 196.9 32 2,682.0 3852 40 1,675.1 4931 46 5.031.4
Percent minority enrollmentt
0to 5percent 2401 1.0 528.0 396.1 12 1,956.4 695.2 23 3,340.1 7954 26 6,112.7
6to 20 percent 3149 16 7376 355.2 1.8 2,150.8 522.8 28 3,047.1 7144 34 3,890.9
21to 50 percent 1853 1.1 6363 390.5 23 3,321.7 476.7 24 3,624.5 682.6 34 9,872.2
More than 50 percent 2141 1.0 1,253.7 356.8 17 2,8148 602.4 24 28172 7168 24 7,466.4
Percent of students eligible
for free/reduced-price lunch
0to 20 percent 2726 15 787.1 2857 18 2,461.0 581.2 24 2,765.1 754.5 29 3,7769
21to 50 percent 2575 1.0 1,094.0 4399 1.5 3,161.9 595.4 23 4,458.3 874.6 23 9,213.0
More than 50 percent 256.7 08 1,131.0 4588 13 29794 6823 22 3,635.3 9139 23 7,293

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table S6. Standard errors for table 6: Number and percentageof public schoolswith other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued
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Distribution of illegal drugs Possession/use of alcohol/illegal drugs Sexual harassment Vandalism
Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Percent of students below 75th
percentileon standardized tests
0to 5percent 2780 1.1 7197 407.2 1.6 2,160.7 607.3 23 2,354.0 6794 27 3,444.9
6to15percent 2308 0.7 956.2 3791 12 3,893.9 6798 1.8 3,850.4 93838 23 7,508.5
More than 15 percent 2971 12 1,185.0 401.7 14 2,454.6 6489 24 5,077.2 826.6 25 9,358.2
Percent of students likely
to attend college
Up to 35percent 2223 0.8 764.5 477.0 18 3,543.5 663.9 23 3,702.6 8772 29 7,7443
36to 60 percent 2531 08 1,096.0 3954 12 2,668.7 654.8 22 3,847.7 7956 21 58188
More than 60 percent 2694 11 1,030.2 3379 14 2,819.6 5293 19 3,239.8 7305 23 7,982.3
Percent of students
who consideracademic
achievementimportant
Up to 25 percent 130.5 20 523.4 2154 35 1,128.3 4531 49 1,736.9 503.1 47 3,575.8
26to 50percent 2209 12 881.1 4268 25 2,266.6 648.8 3.0 3,855.6 7063 31 9,230.1
51to 75percent 264.2 1.0 1,151 3700 14 4,204.8 640.1 20 3,596.0 8933 27 7,7131
More than 75 percent 2724 0.9 7033 482.2 16 2,690.2 603.6 20 3,953.9 768.0 24 4,814.1
Percent maleenrollment
Up to 44 percent 2093 22 584.5 2225 26 7134 4071 36 2,043.8 535.1 45 3,8723
45to 55percent 3862 06 1,469.2 5454 09 4,701.2 1,005.6 17 5,888.0 11833 18 12,3323
More than 55percent 1384 1.5 3239 250.2 26 1,4011 383.5 37 1,091.1 559.1 44 3,728.3
Student/teacherratio' '
Lessthan 12:1 2841 09 676.5 3853 13 3,128.1 803.9 24 3,782.7 8284 24 5877.5
12:1t016:1 2153 0.9 854.2 4415 17 3,1421 687.1 21 4,849.9 8773 27 10,468.5
More than 16:1 2355 1.0 1,083.9 3139 14 2,812.8 7594 28 3,183.8 8448 29 6,837.5
Number of classroomchanges'
0to 3changes 1319 0.6 3877 3122 14 1,222.4 535.6 23 1,829.5 9213 35 49769
4 to 6 changes 301.5 0.8 1,460.2 4029 1.2 4,480.4 743.1 1.8 4,696.8 791.5 21 11,783.4
More than 6 2688 14 7410 400.5 23 2,600.5 569.7 24 3,308.7 590.4 23 3,712.9
Use of paid law enforcement
Regular use 2843 0.7 4009 4983 13 1,244.1 817.1 19 3,816.5 1,155.7 26 5,605.8
No regular use 3218 09 1,554.4 400.9 1.2 4,679.7 776.2 15 51321 886.1 17 12,7875

See footnotes at end of table
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Table $6. Standard errors for table 6: Number and percentageof public schools with other incidents, by selected school characteristics: 1999-2000—Continued

Distribution of illegal drugs Possession/use of alcohol/illegal drugs Sexual harassment Vandalism
Number of  Percentof Number of Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Numberof Numberof Percentof Number of
School characteristic schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents schools schools incidents
Number of serious
disciplineproblems
No problems 2881 0.6 793.5 522.3 1.0 3,159.9 9224 15 33413 1,155.8 22 5811.7
1 problem 2514 16 953.8 3631 24 2,319.0 6513 33 4,2741 8223 34 58724
2 problems 152.4 22 626.5 284.0 4.0 2,025.8 3385 42 2,078.8 468.1 42 4,965.4
3 or more problems 207.1 29 11119 3093 39 2,639.3 402.2 39 3,588.3 455.5 33 93913
Transfers as percentage
of enrollment
Up to 5 percent 2127 13 977 4103 2.0 2,549.7 537.7 23 2,914.8 7337 3.0 3,948.3
6to 10 percent 205.0 13 8624 3233 19 2,415.9 19 29 2,832.6 696.7 3.6 4,966.9
11to20percent 250.7 14 665.4 467.1 23 22225 554.8 25 29348 815.6 3.0 8,663.3
More than 20 percent 2445 12 9311 364.2 16 2,832.4 637.1 25 37174 893.6 25 7,189.5
Prevalenceof schoolwide
disruptions
No disruptions 4174 0.6 1,396.0 6124 0.9 4,587.2 913.6 14 5814.5 1,2245 18 11,6443
Any disruptions 221.7 31 874.6 2733 4.2 2,538.7 3197 3.1 2,484.1 3949 3.6 3,504.2
Percent of students
absent without excuses
None 186.6 12 362.0 27838 19 1,088.5 436.5 238 2,564.3 607.9 33 7,276.2
1 or 2 percent 269.5 0.8 7979 506.8 1.6 3,463.4 830.7 19 3,760.7 1,041.0 24 7,559.5
3to 5 percent 283.6 12 1,229.2 3229 1.5 2,470.4 6133 26 3,928.1 769.7 25 7,611.4
60 10 percent 188.5 25 787.8 296.6 41 2,534.4 365.5 34 2,301.3 4641 38 3,896.3
More than 10 percent 166.8 45 639.6 236.0 6.2 2,241.2 300.0 74 1,888.5 336.2 71 33544

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2000.
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SChOOl National Center for Education Statistics

U.S. Department of Education
gu rvey Washington, D.C. 20006
n

: FORM APPROVED
Cnme & O.M.B. NO.: 1850-0761

SOfety EXPIRATION DATE:

Please have this questionnaire completed by the person most knowledgeable about your school's
disciplinary actions. However, please provide the principal's responses on questions 12 and 20.
Please keep acopy of the completed questionnairefor your records.

Thissurvey is authorized by law (20 U.S.C. 1221e-1). While you are not required to respond, your cooperation is needed
to make the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely. All information you provide will be treated as
confidential and used only for research or statistical purposes by the survey sponsors, their contractors, and collaborating
researchers for the purposes of analyzing data and preparing scientific reports and articles. Any information publicly
released (such as statistical summaries) will bein aformat that does not personally identify you.
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IFABOVEINFORMATION ISINCORRECT, PLEASE MAKE CORRECTIONSDIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of person completing form: Telephone:

Title/position: Number of yearsat this school:

Best days and timesto reach you (in case of questions):

E-mail:
PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: IFYOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, CONTACT:
School Survey on Crime and Safety, 711909 Dr. Bradford Chaney
Westat 800-937-8281, ext. 3946
1650 Research Boulevard Fax: 1-800-533-0239
Rockville, MD 20850-3129 E-mail: CHANEY B1@westat.com

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information
unless such collection displays a vaid OMB control number. The vaid OMB control number for this information
collection is 1850-0761. The time required to complete this information collection is estimated to average 1 hour per
response, including the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and
review the information collection. If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of the time estimate(s) or
suggestionsfor improvingthisform, please writeto: U.S. Department of Education, Washington, D.C. 20202-4651. If
you have commentsor concernsregarding the status of your individual submission of thisform, write directly to:
National Center for Education Statistics, 1990 K Street, N W Room 9042, Washington, D.C. 20006.

Please respond by April 17, 2000.
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Definitions

| Thefollowing wordsare underlined wherever they appear in thequestionnaire. |

At school / at your school — include activities happening in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at
places that are holding school-sponsored events or activities. Unless otherwise specified, only respond for those times that
were normal school hours or school activities/events werein session.

Cult or extremist group — a group that espouses radical beliefs and practices, which may include a religious component,
that are widely seen as threatening the basic valuesand cultural normsof society at large.

Firearm/explosive device — any weapon that is designed to (or may readily be converted to) expel a projectile by the
action of an explosive. This includes guns, bombs, grenades, mines, rockets, missiles, pipe bombs, or similar devices
designed to explode and capable of causing bodily harm or property damage.

Gang — an ongoing loosely organized association of three or more persons, whether forma or informal, that has a
common name, signs, symbols or colors, whose members engage, either individualy or collectively, in violent or other
forms of illegal behavior.

Hate crime — a criminal offense or threat against a person, property, or society that is motivated, in whole or in part, by
the offender's bias against arace, color, national origin, ethnicity, gender, religion, disability, or sexual orientation.

Insubordination — adeliberate and inexcusable defiance of or refusal to obey a school rule, authority, or areasonable
order. Itincludesbut is not limited to direct defiance of school authority, failure to attend assigned detention or on-campus
supervision, failure to respond to acall dlip, and physical or verbal intimidation/abuse.

I ntimidation — to frighten, compel, or deter by actual or implied threats. It includesbullying and sexual harassment.

Physical attack or fight — an actual and intentional touching or striking of another person against his or her will, or the
intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual.

Rape — forced sexual intercourse (vaginal, anal, or oral penetration). Includes penetrationfrom aforeign object.

Robbery — the taking or attempting to take anything of value that is owned by another person or organization, under
confrontational circumstances by force or threat of force or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear. A key difference
between robbery and theft/larceny is that robbery involves athreat or battery.

Sexual battery — an incident that includes threatened rape, fondling, indecent liberties, child molestation, or sodomy.
Classification of these incidents should take into consideration the'age and developmentally appropriate behavior of the
offender(s).

Sexual harassment — unsolicited, offensive behavior that inappropriately asserts sexuality over another person. The
behavior may be verbal or non-verbal.

Special education student — a child with a disability, defined as mental retardation, hearing impairments (including
deafness), speech or language impairments, visual impairments (including blindness), serious emotiona disturbance,
orthopedic impairments, autism, traumatic brain injury, other health impairments, or specific learning disabilities, and who
needs special education and related services and receives these under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA).

Specialized school — aschool that is specifically for students who were referred for disciplinary reasons. The school may
also have students who were referred for other reasons. The school may be at the same location as your school.

Theffflarceny (taking things over $10 without personal confrontation) — the unlawful taking of another person's
property without personal confrontation, threat, violence, or bodily harm. Included are pocket picking, stealing purse or
backpack (if left unattended or no force was used to take it from owner), theft from a building, theft from a motor vehicleor
motor vehicle parts or accessories, theft of bicycles, theft from vending machines, and al other types of thefts.

Vandalism — the willful damage or destruction of school property including bombing, arson, graffiti, and other acts that
cause property damage. Includesdamage caused by computer hacking.

Violence— actual, attempted, or threatened fight or assault.

Weapon — any instrument or object used with theintent to threaten, injure, or kill. Includes look-alikesif they are used to
threaten others.
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Characterigticsof school palicies

1. During the 1999-2000school year. wasit a practice of your school to do thefollowing? (If your school changed its
practices in the middle of the school year. please answer regarding your most recent practice. Circle one response on
each line.)

Yes No

a Reqguire viSitorsto Sign or ChECK iN.......ccmviirecnniiiir e, 1 2
b. Control accessto school buildingsduring school hours(e.g., locked or monitoreddoors)... 1 2
¢. Control access to school grounds during school hours (e.g., locked or monitored gates)...... 1 2
d. Requirestudents to pass through metal detectorseach day ..o, 1 2
€. Require visitorsto passthrough metal deteCtors........cccvveercermiriiiiiinnseeienn I 2
f. Performoneor more random metal detector checks on StUAENtS.........ovvevieviiicvnreiniienineen, i 2
g. Closethe campus for most students during IUNCh.............ccccoviiniciiicinicee 1 2
h. Useoneor morerandom dog sniffsto check for drugs ..., 1 2
i. Performoneor more random sweeps for contraband (e.g., drugs or weapons). but not

INCIUAING AOQG SNITIS...cevitiiieere ettt 1 2
j- Requiredrug testing for any students (e.g., athleteS) ....ccecuevvrecreeenimmiiieecne 1 2
k. Require students to Wear UNIfOMMIS........couviriciuereentereemriieienrmsisitcienercvsssssnssnssrssossasenns 1 2
1 ENfOrceastriCt reSS COUER.......c.vvirieeeeerirreierereereneeese ettt st a s 1 2
m. Provide a printed code of student conduct tO StUdENtS ..., 1 2
n. Provide aprinted code of student conduct tO Parents..........cccoovivnviiiniiicne, 1 2
0. Provide school 10CKErS 0 StUAENLS......coccormrirmeeeeerecenrcinieneni e I 2
p. Require clear book bags or ban book bagson school grounds..........cccovveviniiiiincien, 1 2
0. Requirestudents to wear badges or PICIUNEIDIS ............veeeevereeerceoivesee e eesesss s enen e 1 2
r. Requirefaculty and staff to wear badges or pictureIDs ..o, 1 2
S. Useoneor more security cameras to monitor the SChool ...........cceeemeeniiinincciieeniene, I 2
t.  Providetelephonesin MOst ClaSSrO0MS........cocovvreerereerirsinrereriiiisr s s I 2
u. Prohibit al tobacco use on school grounds.............ccovviiiieeiiiiii 1 2

2. Does your school have a written plan that describes proceduresto be performed in the following crises? (Circle
one response on each line.)

Yes No
B SNOOLINGS....cecveeeteietei et eee ettt et ere et eass e e se s esesbebentesessemeeresrenere et s sbenssbs st s s it sasb s st s an st s nne s 1 2
b. RIOtSOr [arge-SCAlEfIGNLS........coivvecerieereriieteeree ettt naas 1 2
¢. Bomb scares. anthrax scares. or comparable school-wide threats (not including fire) .......... I 2
d. Natural disasters (e.g., earthquakes or tOrNAdOES).......cc.covvieeiiiieeeee et 1 2
€. HOSLAGES.......coeieeieneetee ettt s st a e et e s e s an et en 1 2

Schoal violence prevention programsand practices

3. During the 1999-2000school year. did your school have any formal programs intended to prevent or reduce violence?
(Circleone response.)

1
T T 2 Zf no. skip to question 5.

4. During the 1999-2000school year. did any of your formal programs intended to prevent or reduce violence include the
following componentsfor students? If a program has multiple components. answer 'yes" for each that applies. (Circle
one response on each line.)

Yes No

a. Preventioncurriculum. instruction. or training for students (e.g., social skillstraining)......... I 2
b. Behavioral or behavior modification intervention for students............cccociiiiiiiiiininn, l 2
¢. Counseling. social work. psychological. or therapeutic activity for students..............c.cooue.ie. I 2
d. Individual attention/mentoring/tutoring/coaching of students by studentsor adults............... I 2
e. Recreational. enrichment. or leisure activitieSfor Students..........coccevenvcciiiniininniens I 2
f. Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., conflict resolution or peer

METiatioN. SEUAENE COUNT) .........ooeiiererierieeieretee e cen ettt ettt st eree et I 2
g. Programsto promote sense of community/social integration among students........................ I 2
h. Hotline/tipline for students to report problems...........ccoovienciiiicii 1 2
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5. During the 1999-2000 school year, did your school do the following to prevent or reduce violence? (Circleone
response on each line.)

Yes No
a. Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers................. 1 2
b. Review, revision, or monitoring of school-wide discipline practices and procedures.................. 1 2
c. Training faculty or staff in CrimMEPreveNtioN .........ccuoeveieeerierenisinreere s seaena 1 2
d. Reorganizing school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a school, **houses™ or "'teams”
OF SEUTEIES) .otttk d b r e cen e sk sa ek e s s s e s be b es s na e sbeassnnaennas 1 2

6. Inthelast 3 years, did your school complete any architectural or environmental modificationsto reduce opportunities
for crime and violence? (Circleone response.)

YES i 1
NO...coriercer 2
7. Which of the following does your school do to involveor help parents? (Circleone response on each line.)
Yes No
a. Haveaformal processto obtain parent input on policiesrelated to school crimeand discipline. 1 2
b. Provide training or technical assistance to parentsin dealing with students' problem behavior... 1 2
¢. Haveaprogram that involves parents at school helpingto maintain school discipline................ 1 2

8. During the 1999-2000 school year, at what times did your school regularly use paid law enforcement or security
services at school? (Circleone response on each line.)

Yes No
a Atany timeduring SChOOl NOUIS.........cccoiiiiriiiic et n e 1 2
b. While students were arriving or 1€aViNG ..........ciercoiriiiiiiiiiic e e 1 2
c. At selected school activities (e.g., athletic and social events, open houses, science fairs)............ 1 2
d. When school/school aCtiVitieS NOt OCCUITING.......c..ccoviuiiiiireiiieirncierieicersise et 1 2
e. Other (pleasespecify) 1 2

If your school did not regularly use paid law enforcement or security services or it used
them only when school and school activities were not occurring, skip to question 10.

9. On average, how many hours per week did at least one paid law enforcement or security person provide law
enforcement or security services, wear a uniformor other identifiable clothing, or carry afirearm at your school? If
two or more people did these in the same hour, count that asonly 1 hour.

Total number of hoursthat at least one paid law enforcement or security person

a. Wason duty per week, on average..........cccceeveeereenennan, hours
b. Wore a uniform or other identifiable clothing............... hours
C. Carried afirearm........ccococcnionenienennniii e hours

10. During the 1999-2000 school year, did your school or district train any teachers or aides to recognize early warning
signs of potentially violent students? Please consider only classroom teachersor aides, and not administratorsor
counselors. (Circleone response.)

NO...coreererrrmirinrareeenns 2 If no, skip to question 12.

11. How many classroom teachers or aides wereinvolved in the training? On average, how many hoursof training did
each of those teachersor aides receive during the 1999-2000 school year? (Roundto the nearest halfhour.)

a. Number of classroom teachers or aides involved in training .............
b. Average number of hoursof training per participant in 1999-2000...
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12. Towhat extent do the followingfactorslimit your school's efforts to reduce or prevent crime? (Circleone responseon

each line.)
Limit in Limitin ~ Doesnot
major way minor way limit

a. Lack of or inadequateteacher training in classroom management ........ 1 2 3

b. Lack of or inadequatealternative placements/programs for disruptive
K SEUTENES 1avevrereresressessressssessssssssssssssssssssssssssasessssassssssassssessssasessssasssessanes 1 2 3
o c. Likeihoodof complaintsfrom parents..........c.cceevvveienenecernencennennenne 1 2 3
§ d. Lack of teacher support for School POliCIES....ccvverernrereresereseseressenens 1 2 3
s P rESRRIEERRRRGRC P e : 3
B G W == e L TT1TeT= (T 3 WO OO OO 1 2 3
& R N TEACNEN CONMTACES....ooveveiemceiriererseceeseneineees e 1 2 3
= 3 i INAdeqUAETUNGS.........c.cviviecveiicece et 1 2 3
§ & j- Inconsistent application of sSchool POliCIES........ccoviviiveiiniiiiien 1 2 3
X &k Fearof district or State reprisal.........ccoovviivvinriinrii 1 2 3
A X || Federa policieson disciplining disabled Students.............ccoc.coevvvrveneies 1 2 3

m. Other federal policieson disciplineand safety ..........cccocvveiiiiiciiinn 1 2 3

n. Stateor district policieson disciplineand safety ........cccccoveverenvrinniinn 1 2 3

Violent deathsat school and € sewhere

13. In 1999-2000, did any of your school's students, faculty, or staff diefrom violent causes (i.e., homicideor suicide, but
not accidents)? Do not limit yourself to deaths occurring a school. (Circleone response.)

NO. .ot 2 Ifno, skiptoquestion 15.

14. Please provide the following information about the violent deaths that occurred. When counting deaths at schoal,
pleaseinclude violent deaths in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at placesthat are holding
school-sponsoredevents or activities, even if thoseactivitiesare nat officially on school grounds. For thisquestion,
count deaths at schoal, regardlessof whether they happened during normal school hours. If the incident occurred at
schoal, but the person died later at a hospital or other location because of the incident, count the death as occurring at
schoal. (Writethe number in each category.)

Causeof death Student Faculty Staff

Homicide
a AtSchOOl......ooovvviiiiiiviiicines

b. Elsewhere.....ivrinicecciencnnnnn,
Suicide
C. AL SChOOl ... -

d. Elsewhere.....cvvcennsernnereesenennns - -
Thefrequency of other incidentsat schools

15. In 1999-2000, how many incidentsat your school involved a shooting with intent to harm (whether or not anyone was
hurt)? Please count the number of incidents, not the number of shootersor shotsfired. Count only incidentsthat
occurred a school. The same incident could be reported on both linesa and b below if both a student and a nonstudent
performed a shooting during that incident. (Write “0” if there were no shootings.)

Incidentsin which either studentsor nonstudents used firearms with intent to harm..........c...........

a  Incidentsin which students used firearms with intent to harm...........ccoeovveeeivevieeenveeene.

b. Incidentsin which nonstudentsused firearms with intent to harm..........ccccecvviveccieeieinnns

1
193 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Words that are underlined are defined at the beginning of this questionnaire.



16. Please provide the number of incidentsat your school during the 1999-2000school year using the categories bel ow.
(Count all incidents, regardless d whether students or nonstudents were involved. Include incidents that happened at
school, regardless d whether they happened during normal school hours. Count only the number o incidents, not the
number o victims or offenders, regardless d whether any disciplinary action was taken. Write “0” f there were no
incidents in a category. Count only the most serious offense when an incident involved multiple offenses. For
example, if an incident included rape and robbery, include the incident only under rape. If an offense does not fit well
within the categories provided, do not include it.)

Number
Number Number
Total ~ reportedto o oo that were
number of  policeor m-
incidents  other law hate

enforcement ¢rimes  related
Rape or attempted rape...........ooeiiviniiiiniiiicic

Sexual battery other than rape (include threatened rape).
c. Physical attack or fight
1. With Weapon.......ccinscccs s
2. WiIthOUt WEBPON.......ocvrirerrreieeree e st veens
d. Threats of physical attack
[. With WEBPON....coccciirii s
2. WithOUE WEBPON ..ottt
e. Rabbery (taking things by force)
1. With WEBPON ......ocevereererieeierirrcrerenee s ecenes
2. WithOUt WEBPON .....cvivimiiinititteereteticnreee e

f. Theft/larceny (taking thingsover $10 without personal
CONFIONLALTIONY ... veveciivecieierie et

0. Possession of firearm/explosive device...........c.coceveeee
h. Possession of knifeor sharp object...........ccocoenvininin.

oo

i. Distribution of illegal drugs..........ocovicininiiiiiiiniiinns X

j- Possession or useof acohol or illega drugs.................. X -
K. Sexual haraSsment...........coeererenimiiiniiinre e

Lo VandaliSm ...oooeviieicieeeeiiee et

17. During the previous 2 school years, how many of the following incidents occurred at school, regardiessof whether they
happened during normal school hoursor they were reported to police? (See the instructionsfor question 16.)

1997-1998 1998-1999
a. Physical attack or fight (do not include rape or sexual battery) .........c.cccuevenee.
b. Theft/larceny (taking thingsover $10 without personal confrontation)...........

c. Vandalism

18. How many timesin 1999-2000 were school activities disrupted by actions such as bomb threats or anthrax threats?
Excludeadl fire alarms from your response, including false alarms.

Number of disruptions.......
Disciplinary problemsand actions

19. Tothebest of your knowledge, how often do the following types of problemsoccur at your school? (Circle one
response on each line.)

Happensat Happensat Happens

Happens I Never
: east oncea least oncea on
daily week month occasion happens

a. Student racia tenSioNS........cccovevviveienne I 2 3 4 5
b. Student bullying......ccceemeeeesmccccccnnae, I 2 3 4 5
c. Student verbal abuse of teachers............ 1 2 3 4 5
d. Widespread disorder in classrooms........ 1 2 3 4 5
e. Student actsof disrespect for teachers... I 2 3 4 5
f. Undesirable gang activities.......cccceeanees 1 2 3 4 5
g. Undesirable cult or extremist group

BCHUVITIES ..t 1 2 3 4 5
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20. During the 1999-2000 school year, how available were the following disciplinary actions to your school, and which
wereactually used by your school? (Circleone response on each line.)

Please have the principal respond here.

21.

Actionstaken for disciplinary reasons

Removal or transfer for at least 1year

a. Removal with no continuing school services
b. Transfer to specialized school for disciplinary reasons

C.

d. Transfer to school-provided tutoring/at-home instruction
Suspension or removal for lessthan 1year

e. Out-of-school suspension or removal for lessthan 1 year
1. Nocurriculum/services provided

f.

0.
h.

Punishment/withdrawal of services/other
i. Keptoff school bus due to misbehavior

.
j-
k.

L

m.

n.

Transfer to another regular school ............ccccvenenicniininin

2. Curriculudservices provided............cccooiviiiniiiiiininnn.

In-school suspension

1. No curriculum/services provided

2. Curriculudservices provided.............ccoovirieniinnninnn
Provide instruction/counseling to reduce problems

Referral to school COUNSEIOr ..........covvriiiiceccecce i

Assigned to program designed to reduce disciplinary problems
1. During school hours............ccoovvevnicnciiiiii
2. Outside of sSchool hours. ...

Corporal PUNiSNMENL....cviimiiiii s

Put on school probation with threatened consequences if

aNOther INCIAENE OCCUIS .........eoviiveiiiceie e
Detention and/or Saturday school ...,
Lossaf student privileges.......ccoveveiensiinin s

Require participation in community service

Available,
but not Available
feasible but not Available
touse used and used
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
I 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
I 2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3

Not
available

EEg A BAED

FEE N

B e

During the 1999-2000 school year, how many students were involved in committing the following offenses, and
how many of the following disciplinary actions were taken in response? (If more than one student was involved in
an incident, please count each student separately when providing the number of disciplinary actions. Ifa student
was disciplined more than once, please count each incident separately (e.g., a student who was suspended five
titnes would be counted as five suspensions). However, if a student was disciplined in two different ways for a
single infraction (e.g., the student was both suspended and referred to counseling), count only the most severe
disciplinary action that was taken.)

Removals with

no continuing

Offense s:t:hnol rv'&ces
or atleas 1
year
a. Useof afireardexplosivedevice ... o
b. Possessionof afirearm
eXPloSIVEdEVICE ......covveieveeeei, .
c. Useof aweapon other than afirearm
d. Possession of a weapon other than
= R 1 (= 1 1 P _
e. Distributionof illegal drugs............. _—
f. Possessionor useof alcohol or illegd
ArUgS. .ceeeeer -
g. Phydical attacksor fights.................. J—
h. Threat or intimidation...................... S
i. Insubordination............cccoevervreuriaenn _
j. Other infractions (not including
academic reasons) ..........oeveeeeveeenne -
O 0] v | S -
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22,

Think of those timesduring the 1999-2000 school year that special education students committed an offense that
normally would result in a suspension or expulsion of more than 10 school days for children without disabilities.
Please enter the number of outcomes for each of those offenses, using the categories below.

~ Only offenses
All such  involvingdrugs
offenses or weapons

a. Placement waschanged (including a suspension or expulsion)
1. Afteradue process NEarNg..........ccoverviiniiiiiceriiiin e -
2. After acourt-ordered iNJUNCLION...........cooviiiiiiecinieiiii e _—
3. Without adue process hearing or court injunction (e.g., parentsdid not object). -
b. Placement was not changed
1. No due process hearing or court session was held (e.g., did not seek a change)..
2. Due process hearing did not approve change.........ccoeviiinincsninssesesies
3. Court did Nnot apProvVe ChaNGE ........oovevviiieieieciicee e

School characteristics

23.
24,

25,

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31

Asof October 1, 1999, what was the total enrollment at your school ?
What percentageof your current studentsfit the following criteria?

a. Eligiblefor free or reduced-price lunch .........ccccovvevnciiiininn %
b. Limited English proficient (LEP)..........cccoevrvvnerniniiniininn %
C. Special education STUENLS ........c..ovveviireeriririe e %
O M. s %
e. Below 15™ percentileon standardized tests.............cocovverrrrnnne %
f. Likely to goto college after highschool .................cccooeiviviinnee %
g. Consider academic achievement to be very important................ %

How many classroom changes do most students make in atypical day? (Count going to lunch and then returning
to the same or a different classroom as mwo classroom changes. Do not count morning arrival or afternoon
departure.)

Typical number of classroom Changes............cocoevereiiciiiiciiinns

How many paid staff are at your school in the following categories? ] .
Full time Part time

a. Classroom teachersor aides (including special education teachers)................ - —

b. Counselors/mental health professionals.............ccocvevviniincninicccen s N —_—

C. Special eduCatiON tEACHETS ... _ -

How would you describe the crime level in the area(s) in which your students live? (Chooseonly one response.)

High level of Crime ......cccvvvvrceniernee e 1
Moderate level of Ccrime........cccovvveevvvciiicin 2
Low level Of CrimMe..uueeecciinnn s 3
Mixed levelsof Crime.........ccoovveeiiiiiiicecie 4

Which of the following best describes your school? (Circleone response.)

RegUIA SCNOOL........couieiieeiececiriese et
Charter SChOO! ..........oovoveeeiierieeteee ettt
Have magnet program for part of sSchool ............ccoceeviciicviinnci
Totally amagnet SChOO ............c.cooiiivriiie e
Other (specify)

NN WN -

On average, what percentage of your students are absent without excuse each day? %

In 1999-2000, how many students transferred to or from your school after the school year had started? Please
report on the total mobility, not just transfers due to disciplinary actions. (Zfa student transferred more than once
inthe school year, count each transfer separately.)

Please provide thefollowing dates.

a. Starting date for your 1999-2000 academic school year ........ / /1999
b. Ending date for your 1999-2000 academic school year ......... /12000
c. Date you completed thisquestionnaire ..............cocceveveeeennnees 1 /2000
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